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up that sympathy, and declare to the world that | 


you are the propagandists of universal oe 
tion. That is the language of Kossuth in all his 
speeches. He proclaifhs to you that his country 


L ig in the attitude of a man who is drowning in the 


gurf on the sea-shore, and if you delay assistance 
he is lost; just so, he says, is it with Huagary— 
if you fail, or even dela 


in favor of intervention, it is death to her liberties, 
and to the liberties of the other European coun- 


NGTON, 


| 


} 


to decide this question |! 
ti 


tries. And yet, notwithstanding this declaration, 


the Houseand the country have witnessed in New 
York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, not merely the 
rowdies, but men of high character, and who oc- 
cupy & high position in the American nation, fol- 


lowing Kossuth, and cheering him on, and sus- | 


taining him by contributing to a popular excite- 
ment unsurpassed in the history of our country. 
Even now whilst I am speaking, that popular ex- 
citement is beating against the very base of this 
Capitol, and prompting the American people to 
disregard their cherished principles, and to pro- 
claim that they are now in favor of intervention. 
Why, we have already heard that doctrine pro- 
claimed in this Hall, and I predict that in the ap- 

roaching presidential canvass, it will be a leading 
element in the contest: 

Sir, I have been surprised to hear the sentiment 
uttered on this floor by the gentleman from Ohio, 
and by other gentlemen in private conversation, 
that it is the duty of this House to proclaim to the 


| 


world that they are prepared to sustain the blood- | 


stained banner of Louis Kossuth. For one, as an 


humble representative on this floor—as an Ameri- | 


can citizen, I reject indignantly that blood-stained 
banner. My first, my last, my great, my only 
duty istomyowncountry. Louis Kossuth seems 
to be dévoted body, aul. and mind to Hungary. 
May I not imitate his example? ‘May I not go 
for my own country? and should I not be a traitor 
to that country, and to the blessings by which we 
are surrounded 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DEAN asked if it would be in order to 
withdraw his amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it could only be 
withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

{Loud cries of ** Object !’’] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dean’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved the following | 


amendment: 


Provided, That nothing in this resolution contained shall 
be construed as expressive of a design to involve ourselves 
in entangling alliances with European governments. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I rise to a point of order, in 
reference to this amendment. I inquire if this 
amendment is not in substance the same as one 
offered some time ago ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in the same lan- 
Free. I believe there is no rule or practice of the 

ouse which says an amendment once offered 
and voted down shall not be again offered. 

_Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. It is not the resolu- 
tion in substance of my honorable friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Harnris.] His resolution instruct- 

the committee, which the original resolution 
proposed to raise, to inform Louis Kossuth that 
the settled policy of this Government was, friend- 
ly relations with all nations and entangling alli- 
ances with none. This resolution differs from it 
in this: it does not say what is our policy, but 
ate & purpose upon our part to express 
by his reception here no design of involving our- 
selvés in alliances. On yesterday, I took the 
ground that the resolution as it stood did not com- 
mit our Government to the principles which he 
was propagating; but, sir, a change has come over 
the spirit of the dream of some of us. We have 
heard it avowed here to-day that intervention in 
European affairs might be the policy of this Gov- 
ernment; all I call upon this committee now to 
declare is, what I maintained upon yesterday, that 
this resolution commits us to nothing except the 
showing of an act of courtesy to Kossuth. 
Opposed to that resolution on yesterday for some 
reasons I stated. I said on yesterday I was not 
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| its seal upon his character. Two years ago if 
Louis Napoleon had come here there would have 

been somewhat such a demonstration in his favor 

| as there is now in behalf of Kossuth. 

| Mr. CARTTER. Notvat all. 

| Mr. BAYLY. It was made to some extent 

without his coming, by the two Houses of Con- 

gress. Without the inspiration of his presence, 

| there was to some extent a manifestation of this 

| unjustifiable disposition in the American character 


| to idolize and to prematurely canonize—for that is | 


the expression—these European advocates, as they 
are called, for liberty. I confess | am no great 


| 
admirer of them. ‘They are too transcendental for 
| 
| 


me. Louis Napoleon, who now stands before the 
world as arrant an usurper as the world ever saw, 
| two years ago received adulation. If his illustrious 
| uncle, when at one period he stood before the world 
as the friend of freedom, had come here, and a 
disposition had then prevailed which now does to 
go mad over foreigners, he would have been dei- 
| fied; and ovations would have been made to him, 
| not surpassed by those made to Kossuth; and yet 
| afterwards he became the scourge of humanity. I 
| do not wish to commit this Government in any 
respect. I am free to say that I have not that ad- 
| miration for those transcendental European advo- 
| cates of liberty which I have for those who founded 
| our Government and gave it acharacter. And I 
| am not willing to abandon the policy of the fathers 
| of the Republic in a fit of enthusiasm for Kossuth. 
| This amendment does not undertake to say what 
| our policy shall be, but it precludes the idea that 
| it is anything mort than what the friends of the 
} 
| 
| 


| 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


resolution claim that it is—an act of courtesy that 
commits us to nothing. 
ject to it? 

Mr. SWEETSER. It seems to me that the 
| time for disguise is gone by, and that | should fail 
| to discharge the duty which I owe to my constit- 
| uents did | not endeavor to give utterance to what 

I believe to be their views and sentiments upon this 

question. ‘Those gentlemen who have seen fit to 
| oppose this resolution for the reasons which they 

have assigned to the House and the country, have 

undoubtedly represented truly their constituents. 

I differ from those gentlemen. Whatever may 
| have been the policy of this Government hitherto, 
| | believe that the time has come, in this nineteenth 
century, when the power of this nation, with its 
twenty-five millions of people, is net only to be 
felt in a moral point of view, but is to be felt with 
all the force we cancommand. ‘Two of the coun- 
| ties that compose the Congressional district which 
| I have the honor totepresent upon this floor, being 
| the central counties of the great State of Ohio, have 
| spoken out upon this subject; and while they, in 
| common with the whole people of this country, 


And, | ask, who can ob- 


'| understand the issue which Kossuth desires to 


| 
} 


| make in coming here, they have, by their fsolu- 
| tions, instructed me to say in my place here that 
| so far as relates to the mission of this man to our 
| country—so faras relates to the principles which 
he maintains, they are prepared to declare not only 
to this Congress, but to the world, that the time 


\| has come when the American nation, with twenty- 


| Hungary and Austria. 


| 
’ 
| 


| 
| 


| five millions of people, will enter their protest 
| against such atrocities as characterized the inter- 
| ference of Russia in the recent contest between 
They have, by their res- 


olutions, authorized me to say this; and in saying || 


| it they have not been unmindful of the precepts 
| given to us by the Father of his Country. Pru- 
| dential motives alone stimulated that illustrious 
| man and the patriots of his day to recommend that 


[poner Prudential motives authorized the pas- | 
i 


sage of the neutrality laws of 1816, which I desire 
| toseerepealed. Their execution and construction 
| have made their repeal necessary. The condition 
| of the nation has changed since that time. 
No man who has watched the signs of the times 


can shut his eyes to the fact, that Europe is at this 


time on the very brink of an outbreak—an out- || 
was || break that will not be confined to Hungary alone. 
And shall the American Government and the. 
American people, whom we represent upon this 


| gary for liberty. 
| Union. 
| trouble to read the debates here, he will find that 
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willing to canonize any man until death had fixed |! floor, remain silent and adhere to the policy’ of 


non-intervention? \As one of the representatives of 
the people, I declare, in my place here, that what- 
ever may be the consequences, it is the duty of this 
Government, if there should be another outbreak in 
Hungary, to say to the Autocrat of Russia thathe 
shall not go there for the purpose of beating down 
the flag of freedom. We are determined to see 
a fair fight. Whatever ma y be the consequentes 
of that act, I take upon myself to say that one 
hundred thousand freemer from the central district 
of Ohio are prepared to back me in the sentiments 
which I express to-day. If I was authorized to 
speak for the whole American people, and had the 
voice of ARTICULATE THUNDER, | would tell the des- 
potic Governments of Europe that henceforth in 


| contests for liberty—wWhere constitutional freedom 


has been trampled under foot, there must be no 


| such interference as there has been in the past. 
| And, sir, whatever may be the responsibilities that 


atiach to this declaration, | will no longver remain 
silent. I will pledge that portion of the people of 
my State that I am authorized to represent, that 
they will, when the time comes, protest against the 
interference of Russia in another contest in Hun- 
I say this in the Capitol of the 
I hope that, if Louis Kossuth takes the 


Ohio, in this contest, is not only prepared to do 
him this simple act of courtesy, but is also pre- 
pared to say to the world that we are here to-day 
for the purpose of representing the people of this 


| country, and not for the purpose of representing 
| the Autocrat of Russia or the other despotic Pow- 


ers of Europe. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 


| the amendment by adding thereto the following: 


But if, in any great emergency, the Government of the 


| United States can secure the liberties of Europe, by pre- 


venting the intervention of despotic powers, this Govern- 
ment will not refuse to maintain the laws of nations by 


any practicable exertion of its power 


Mr. S. said: My object in offering this amend- 


ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
| Virginia, is to do what I am sure I shall have ne 


other opportunity of doing, to express my opin- 
ion in favor of the original resolution without any 
amendment whatever. 

I am opposed to any declaration in connection 
with this resolution of the disposition of this Gov- 
ernment, either to interfere in European affairs, or 
not to interfere. My disposition is in conformity 
with that of the mover of the resolution—that is, 
to pass a simple resolution for the purpose of rec- 
ognizing a great principle—a principle that iies 
at the foundation of our Government, and all free 
governments—by doing honor to Louis Kossuth. 

jut while | am disposed to do this, apart from 
any declaration, I am prepared to say at the same 
time, that I believe the propositions made to the 
American people by Governor Kossuth, are 
worthy of the deliberate attention of the American 
Government. I do not think it improbable that 
the time will come, and is near at hand, when 
every man in this House will be prepared to take 
the position which Governor Kossuth at this time 
advises, requests, and begs the American people 
to take. Now, what is the condition of Europe? 
An armed force of two millions of men holding in 
subjection three hundred millions of people. You 
see that, by the will of a single man, some of the 
greatest men—some of the purest patriots in Eu- 
rope are sent to the dungeon without law. You 


| see the constitution of a great nation struck down 
|}and trampled under foot. 
| vaignac, and other distinguished men, legitimists 
| and republicans, sent to prison by the will of a 


You see Thiers, Ca- 


single man; and this state of things is maintained 
in Europe by two millions of armed men against 


| three hundred millions ef people. Suppose the 


people of Europe were to rise—suppose that, in 
an extraordinary state of affairs, any reasonable 
intervention on the part of the Government of the 
United States would secure the liberties of Europe 
by one blow—suppose that the hands of Prussia 
may be stayed, will the Government of the United 


States refu# to intervene? I say, that the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States will not refuse, I 
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say that you, sir, Mr. Chairman, whatever may 
be your opinions now, would not refuse. I say, 
that the majority of this House, whatever ar. re 
their views at the present time, would not refuse, 
because circumstances may arise which will ren- 
der intervention necessary. It is not because they 
have arisen, but because they may arise, that I am 
unwilling to see this Government commit itself to 
a declaration that we will not interfere, under any 
circumstances, for the purpose of securing the lib- 


erties of the down-trodden nations of Europe. I | 
say, when we can intervene, it is our duty to do | 


it, and we will do it. 

- Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman,?f I had been 
doubtful before as to the propriety of caution on 
our part in relation to the course to be pursued 
towards M. Kossuth, all my difficulties would have 


been removed by the events occurring in this | 


House and during this debate. Although it was 
manifest that he was for intervention on our part 


in the troubles of Europe, we had seen no indorse- | 


ment of that policy by the representatives of the 
eople in Congress. 


ber of this House announce that intervention in 
favor of universal liberty was our destiny and 
mission. 


avoid the hazards of entering the whirlpool of 
Europeanrevolutions. We have been admonished, 


that although the doctrines of General Washing- | 
ton’s Farewell Address were suitable to the infan- | 
cy of our Republic, they were no longer appli- | 
cable to the grown-up power which now stood | 


forth amongst the first on the platform of nations; 
that a new destiny and new duties had been re- 


vealed; and that to be insensible to them was in- | 
Those whose ignorance or timidity | 
induced them to advise caution have, by one gen- | 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Dean,] been spoken 
of as the apologists for the Butcher Haynau. I | 
im that the days of Anacharsis Cloots— | 


excusable. 


can assure 


the orator of the human race—are among the things 
which have passed by never more to return; that | 
Red Republicanism is at a discount even in France; 
and that it will neither exalt his reputation for 
practical wisdom or as the perso of the quali- | 


fication of the elements of profound statesman- 


ship, to fix a policy upon our country which shall | 


present a future history like the roll in the pro- 
phet’s vision, written within and without with 
** mourning, lamentation, and woe.”’ 
just quarrel of our own—I apprehend nothing 


from the consequences of war in such a quarrel | 


beyond the calamities necessarily belonging to 


that condition; but I shrink from that causeless | 


and unholy strife which drenches a country in 
blood and strews the fields with the slain; which 


is productive only in the nurture of a savage and | 
destructive spirit, the tears of widows, and the | 


sorrows of orphans. We have even seen the 
platform of Kossuth recommended for our adop- 
tion, and one and another has openly avowed our 


duty to declare to the world our purpose to aid | 
The | 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] speaks | 
of the present condition of Europe, where two | 
millions of bayonets hold down and oppress more | 


the oppressed in their struggles for liberty. 


than one hundred millions of people. If the re- 
moval of this evil be our duty, we have indeed a 
great work before us, one concerning which I 
think we ought to prudently pause and ponder the 
consequences of the undertaking. He speaks of 
the present condition of France, whose liberties 
have but just been overthrown by Louis Napo- 
leon. He speaks of the imprisonment of Thiers, 
Cavaignac, and other deputies, and more than inti- 
mates that the time is near for us to intervene in 
such affairs. Sir, I think that the bursting of this 
French bubble is full of instruction to us. We 
ought to learn the folly of being premature in even 
an expression of approbation for the measures in 
which national identity is destroyed. France has 
fallen by the institutions which were chosen by 
the people themselves. The army, which kept 
their liberties, has taken them for their own 
use, and a mushroom republic bids fair to find its 


maturity in a finished despotism. I admit that the | 


imprisonment of the representatives of the peo- 
ple is a great outrage on the par,of the Presi- 
dent of France, and I do not wish to see it re- 
enacted here. Should the doctrines of those gen- 


This is no longer the case. | 
Veh ] | k listinguished mem- | 
e have heard more than one distinguished mem- | 


We have more than once been remind- | 
ed that we had nothing to fear, and there has been | 
even some merriment at the apprehensions of those | 
who thought it ae for our Government to | 





1 fear no | 
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| 
tlemen who see our duty in a mission of des- | 
tiny prevail, we must keep on foot such an army | 
as shall enable us to fulfill it; and Wwe may live | 
to see the representatives of our people forcibly 
ejected by our own troops, conveyed to dungeons 
by our own Executive, and he perpetually seated 
and kept secure in authority by the army, who were 


to be the missionaries of universal emancipation. 


Sir, neither the dread of being identified with the 
defenders of Haynau the Butcher, nor the shame 
of being considered an antiquated politician, whose 
views are fitted only for the infancy of a great 
republic, can deter me from making resistance to 
the doctrines advanced in this debate, or protest- 
ing against the adoption of the troubles of every 


| foreigner, who, visiting our shores, can by his | 


eloquence and his tact excite the passions of the 
masses who may listen to his orations. 
study the interests of my country, and my whole 
country—if to adhere to the policy under which 
we have grown great and powerful—if to remember 


that we have inherited the office of the keepers of | 
the Temple of Liberty, and to be resolved that no | 


hand shall apply the torch to it whilst vigilance 


and patriotism can prevent it, constitute an anti- | 


quated politician, I glory in the name. 


I shall 


never blush at the remembrance that I was un- | 


willing to forget my country’s dignity, under any 
excitement, or compromise that dignity by a de- 
parture from those rules of propriety amongst 
nations, so essential to the comfort and prosperity 
of individuals. With 
cause of liberty in Europe I feel, as I[ trust, a 
proper sympathy, but I do not perceive the wisdom 


of an intervention which can only compromise us 


and do them no good. 


{Here the hammer fell, the five minutes having 


expired. 
Mr. y 


. intended to have continued his remarks, 


by observing, that if we felt very much inclined to | 
look for a quarrel, the quegtions involved in the 
policy of England in relation to the Mosquito king- | 


dom, the firing into the Prometheus, and the as- 
sumed guardianship by the English Government 
of the locum tenens negro king, to the injury of our 
commerce and the insult of our flag, would afford 


at least temporary employment for the zeal of those | 


who are inclined to seek for wrongs to redress. 
I propose that we adjust our real quarrels before 
we engage in amateur disputes, 


The question was then taken on Mr. Stanron’s 


amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved the following amendment 
to the amendment, viz: 

Resolved, That the vote of welcome heretofore given by 


this House and the Senate of the United States to Louis | 
Kossuth had no political meaning, but was intended to car- | 


ry out the Kind intention of the United States in their joint 
resolution, approved March 3, 1851, in relation to Kossuth 


Mr. TAYLOR. 
listened here for several days to a debate which I 
think would have been more profitable if we had 


had it atthe time when the resolution of welcome | 
I have sat here quietly | 


was under consideration. 
for many days, anxious to engage in the public 
business, and do justice to our fellow-citizens all 
over the United States, by taking up the great 
questions of public policy which are pressed upon 


our attention by the millions of people we repre- | 
I have, sir, noticed with disgust the move- 


sent. 
ments of men who seek high places in your coun- 
try, since the unfortunate exiles of Hungary landed 


upon-your shores; yea, sir, from the time he took | 


his departure from your frigate-of-war Mississippi, 
to become a propagandist in England first, to ex- 


cite a feeling in that country, and then in this, to | 


induce us to depart from that wise policy—that 


straight-forward policy recommended to us by | 
Washington, and which we have carried out from 


the foundation of ourGevernment. I have looked 


at the progress of this business from its inception. | 
No class of men have been more anxious to do | 
honor to Louis Kossuth, and to show him the | 
kindness which did honor him, than the politicians | 
of the country, and for the purpose of upholding | 
Look around this House, | 
and see what a billing and cooing there is here of | 


their own fortunes. 


persons from the most extreme sections. 


. . . . . | 
Sir, if there is one man ge this floor, who will | 
1 the Hungarian exiles | 

more than another, he does dishonor to himself | 


| 


pretend to sympathize wit 


and a great injury to his fellow-members. We all 
sympathize with the exiled Hungarians in their 


| for them. We, on the 3d of 
| the joint resolution to which I have referre 
| what purpose? Merely to liberate these Hu 


| what do we see? 


| under the advice of the great Washington 


| Ottoman Sultan in liberating, from extreme 





| own country for life, and to afford them, as [ gay 

| a secure asylum in the United States. [ think, ~, 
in passing that vote of welcome a week or time 
| ago, we exhausted alf our duty to him as members 


| of this House; and by that vote welcomed him ty 
those who suffer for the | 
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great struggle for liberty, and the best ey 
is found in the fact, that when we learned that aby 
four thousand refugees had taken refuge jp th t 
Turkish empire, this Government took the initi ; 
tive step to express the eet, of this Rating 
March, 185], assed 
» For 
wa- 
1 asylum 


idence of jr 


rian exiles? No, sir; but to afford them ay 
in the United States of Aaerica; a home, as em 
grants to this country. They intimated their de. 
sire to live under our glorious stars and str > 
and to become citizens of the United States. No 
Do you suppose that, if it haj 
been known on the 3d of March, 1851, that - 
Kossuth would come here to undertake to whe 


a porate a new principle—a great principle in the 
to | 


foreign policy of our Government—which we have 


abstained from and kept aloof from until this time 


» the 
Father of our country—do you suppose that if h» 


had announced that as his intention at that time. 
that we should ever have passed that joint resoly. 
tion? Never, never! We passed it to aid the 
ain- 


ger, the unfortunate exiles who had fled from their 


the country, its protection, and to its hospitalities, 


| if he should choose to become a citizen of the 
| United States. lam opposed to the whole pr. 
| ceedings now before us—the original resolution of 
| my colleague from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,) and al 
| the amendments. i 
| upon to take any such step. Let us treat this gep. 


1 say, this House is not called 


tleman with the utmost kindness; but to do more, 
to carry out the objects he now proposes, would 
be a departure from the national policy which has 
enabled us to become the admiration of the world. 


|| I would cheerfully unite, as a citizen of the United 
| States, in promoting their settlement in this coun- 


try, and rendering it a safe retreat and secure asy- 


| lum to Kossuth and his associates in captivity, 
| But, sir, let us adhere to the settled policy of the 
| country—let us avoid ‘* entangling alliances”’ with 
| foreign nations, and show, by exact justice in our 


intercourse with foreign nations, and wise legisla- 
tion, for the benefit of our own country, that our 
constitutional form of republican government is 
the wisest and best to promote the true interests 


| of the people, and our example will be powerful 
| for good in all the nations of the world. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I believe we should be do- 


ing better justice to our own reputations as states- 


| men, if we were to proceed in the ordinary mode 
and his associates in captivity, to afford them a secure || 
| asylum in the United States. 


of legislation upon the subject-matter before us, 


| and avoid all reference to matters not legitimately 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 


under consideration. I believe, sir, it is due t 
ourselves, as the representatives of the people of 
this nation, that we do the business which 1s pre- 
sented to us, and do it in the ordinary forms and 
in the ordinary manner, without factious opposi- 
tion, and without any extraneous matters being 
brought in for investigation. I make these re- 
marks because, from some experience in this 
House, I am constrained to say, that, from this 
factious opposition which we have sometimes see! 
displayed in this body, we have never seen any 
good result. It does not serve to raise our rept 
tation with the American people, nor does it in- 
crease our own self-respect. I sincerely hope we 
may proceed to vote upon this resolution; but 
while I am up, | am constrained to notice the ex- 
traordinary inconsistency of certain gentlemen 
upon this floor. If I mistake not, my colleague 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. Tayor] voted 
for a certain resolution, ef a direct character, i 
terfering and proclaiming our sympathies*with & 
foreign and European nation in a cause of free- 
dom. Iask the Clerk to read the resolution | 
have sent him. 

The Crerx then read the resolution referred 0, 
from the Congressional Globe, of 1847-’8, vol. 18th, 
ge 592, as follows : < 

“Resolved, That in the name and behalf of the Americal 
people, the congratulations of Congress are hereby te" 
dered to the people of France, upon the success of thet 
recent efforts to consolidate the principles of liberty ™* 
republican form of Government. : 

‘+ And be it further resolved, That the President of the 
United States be and he is hereby requested to transmit 


this resolution tothe American Minister at Paris, with in 
structions to present it to the French Government. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing.) Mr. Chair- 
, : ’ / 

man, how men's minds alter and change! My col- 

jeague who has just taken his seat, (Mr. Tayior,] 

there pronounced this in relation to an European 

nation and an European people. 

Mr. TAYLOR, (interrupting.) 
Oar. GIDDINGS. Has my colleague forgot- 
ten? [Laughter.] Sir, it becomes politicians to 
have memories. If for nothing else they should 
know what to do. [Great laughter.] My col- 
jeague is not the only man ; 

Mr. TAYLOR, (interrupting,) made a re- 
mark inaudible to the reporter. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing.) If I stand 
here to be interrogated by every one who is con- 
tradicting his former actions, | may be kept here 
till morning. {Laughter. } The honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, whose 
holy horror has been called up here, and who has 
expressed himself in such eloquent language, he, 
too, voted for this very resolution, and now he 
turns round and proclaims anathemas to every 
man who will vote a welcome to Louis Kossuth ! 
Again, the very eloquent gentleman from North 
Carolina—— 

A Voice. Venable? ([(Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, sir, my friend from 
North Carolina, whose sympathies thus flowed 
out in eloquent language in regard to that foreign 
people, he too, has forgotten the sentiments he 
then held. [Laughter.] 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.} 

(Cries of, “Go on!” “Go on !”’] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, I only 





Who were 





want to say that when resolutions of sympathy || 


shall come before the House, I will discuss them, 
and I will express my sentiments freely and 
frankly; but I will not express them upon subjects 


altogether foreign to the subject-matter before the || 


House. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of MF. Teenie to the amendment, and it was re- 
jected. ! : 

The question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Bayty, tellers were called for and ordered, 
and Messrs. Jonnson, of Arkansas, and Sackett 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
thent was rejected—ayes 50, noes 85. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I offer the following 
as an amendment to the resolution: 

Provided, That by the adoptien of the above resolution a 
compliment only is intended to the distinguished Hungarian. 

Iam astonished at the wild enthusiasm which 


seems to pervade this assembly. We are told that | 


this distinguished foreigner comes among us, not 
seeking our interference with the Powersof Europe 
—not asking us to enter into an entangling alliance. 
What! do gentlemen recognize the speech which 
1 hold in my hand, in which he says: “ [ desire 
the young giant of America to raise his arm in 
favor of that principle??? What principle, I ask, 
is it that he desires this young giant to adopt? 

gives the answer in the preceding sentence of his 
own speech. He says, ‘‘ we do not wish to fight 
against the world; the only thing which we desire 
is fair play.”? Yet gentlemen tell us that he comes 
not here seeking an intervention with foreign Pow- 
ers! Why, he puts the question distinctly to the 
American people as a court and jury, and waits 


for the decision from the American Congress. | 


Here is his concluding remark: ‘* When that tri- 
bunal speaks, I must hear with sentiments of joy, 


if it is joyful, but with resolution and not despair, | 
I have pleaded my cause.”’ | 


if it is not Foon 


We are told by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


Saaerens) Sint perhaps we do not represent the | 


views of the American people. Mr. Chairman, 
for one, I claim when 1 speak upon this floor to 
speak for the people of my district. I oppose this 
resolution not for the mere purpose of opposition, 


but because I believe the effect of the resolution | 


will be to commit this Government to the doctrine 
of intervention, and I am not willing that it should 


pass without being accompanied by such a proviso 
as I have offered. i wee renee 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


lished doctrine of non-intervention, 
the gentleman, that it is in the language of Jeffer- 


son: “Friendship with all nations—entangling 
alliances with none.” 


I hope, if the resolution be adopted, that the 


He || 


Bissext] | 
asks me where { get my notions of a long-estab- | 


I answer | 








, ———__—_———— ee 


amendment will also be adopted. If gentlemen, | 
as they say, only intend to compliment Kossuth 
by the adoption of the resolution, why not ex- 
ress it in so many words? He has been frank; 
fet us be equally so. I do not desire to detain 
this House longer, and with a simple reference to 
| resolutions adopted by the Legislature of my own 
State honoring Kossuth as Kossuth, I yield the 
floor. 
|| Mr. McMULLIN. I regret that the distin- 
| guished gentleman from Ohio |[Mr. Carrrer} was 
permitted to introduce this resolution originally. I 
Gove risen now, not for the purpose of protract- 
ing this debate, which has already continued too 
long, but for the purpose of defining my position, 
and setting myself right upon this question before 
the country, and especially before my constituents. 
| I avail myself of this opportunity of tendering 
my congratulations, and not only my congratula- 
tions, but those of my constituents, for the stand 
he assumed when this matter was first presented 
to the House. Although that gentleman is a 
young member among us, yet I regard his posi- 
tion as a manly one before this House and the 
country. It is true he acted somewhat rashly in 
maintaining that position, but still | regard him 
| as deserving the thanks of this House and of the 
country. 
Mr. Chairman, I, for one, would be willing, and 
more than willing, to tender my hand to the dis- 
|| tinguished Hungarian in his true character—as a 
champion of freedom. But I deny that we have 
| any right to indorse his principles which he is 
| seeking to propagate in this country. What, I 
| ask you, was the phraseology of the joint resolu- 
tion of Congress which invited him to our shores? 
It was, that if he and his countrymen, then in 
| exile, desired to emigrate to this country, we 
| would tender to him and them the use of a national 
| vessel. And what is the condition of things now? 
Why, here, in this lust day of the year 1851, we 
| see the Congress of the United States gravely con- 
sidering whether we shall appoint a committee 
upon the part of the House to wait upon this 





to this country, and pay to him honors similar to 
| those which were paid to Lafayette—the second 
'| Father of his Country. And permit me, in this 
|} connection, to remark, that in the other end of this 
| Capitol, where Senators have thought porees to 

associate him with that distinguished man, | could 
not regard it otherwise than as an insult to the 
memory of Lafayette. It is true, I voted the other 
day for the resolution inviting him to this capital; 
but I gave that vote under a protest; and I take 
this occasion to declare, that if that vote had not 
been given, I would not now give it. But the 
invitation has been given, and while, under the cir- 
cumstances, 1 am willing that the Speaker should 
receive Mr. Kossuth and introduce him to the 
members, I am unwilling that, in order to extend 
to him those civilities, we should ride over the 
rules and trample down the rights of the House; 
and I cannot sit here quietly and see its rules thus 
disregarded. 1 here solemnly enter my protest, as 
| the representative of my constituents, against this 
proceeding. I say again that I am willing to ex- 
tend te Kossuth the hand of friendship, as a man 
and as a patriot. But I am not willing to coun- 
tenance him in the atterapt which he has made to 
lecture the American _— upon the character of 
our institutions. What do gentlemen mean when 
they tell me that they do not intend to commit this 
Government to his doctrines? Has net Mr. Kos- 
suth told you that he does not desire your sym- 
pathy? And if he does not want your sympathy, 
what does he want? 
to fight the battles of Hungary. But I tell gentle- 
men that he will neither get men nor money by my 
vote. I repeat that I am willing that the Speaker 
should tender to him the same hospitalities that 
were tendered to Father Mathew, although the 


country than is Mr. Kossuth; but I am not willing 
to go further. 7 
Here the hammer fell.} 
r. APPLETON, of Maine. I move toamend 
by striking out the word “ only,”’ 

I desire once more to bring back this committee 
to the original resolution which was proposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Cartrer.] When 
that gentleman offered that resolution he express- 


} 
i 





same personage, whom we only invited to emigrate | 
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| 


Why, it is men and money | 


i 


latter gentleman is doing much more good to our | 


ly stated that he repudiated any idea of interven- | 


; 179 
should be considered merely as a matter of courte- 
sy. I agreed with that gentleman then in that 
opinion, and I do not mean now to be driven from 
that position by anything which I have heard 
since. It is only a matter of courtesy. Why, 
sir, we have gone too far in this matter now to 
recede. The gentleman fom Virginia [Mr. Me- 
Mvtuin] exfresses the same opinion when he 
says that if he could give his vote overagain upon 
the resolution inviting Kossuth to this capital, 
that he would give it against that resolution. But 
that vote cannot be recalled. The question is de- 
cided; the issue has been made; and, sir, there 
was a previous question to that. We invited 
Kossuth to our shores; we sent a national vessel 
for him; and we adopted a resolution of weleome 
to him after his arrival in this country, by a large 
majority of both branches of Congress. However 
gentlemen may refine about it, he must be regard- 
ed in some sort as the nation’s guest. I know 
very well that it has been said by gentlemen upon 
this floor that Kossuth was not invited here as the 
guest of the nation—that the object of the ori 
ginal resolution was merely to rescue him from 
imprisonment and give him a home among us; 
but that only shows that we did not know the man 


with whom we were dealing. He had a loftier 
character than we gave him credit for. He had 


been through a long struggle at home, and by 
power and treachery united, he had been signally 
defeated. He had been a wanderer and an outcast— 
separated from his family—deprived of his home- 
cut off from his country—and obliged to seek 
‘Turkish imprisonment as a shelter for his life. 
Even in that retreat, the threats of Austria had 
been constantly sounding in his ears, and he was 
compelled almost daily to feel that his hospitable 
host placed in jeopardy his own peace and power 
for the purpose of protecting him. Under such 
circumstances, we gave him the means of escape, 
and might almost be pardened for believing that 
he would be glad to forget his past sufferings in 
future comfort, and soothe his broken spirit amidst 
the quiet of a western home, where Ke would be 
sure to find sympathy for his misfortunes, and a 
generous approval of his republican courre. Yet 
it was not so. It was no poor broken-hearted 
dreamer, sighing for personal care and comfort, 
and almost the which had 
made him an exile from his home, that the steamer 
Mississippi received on board, when Kossuth came 
upon her deck at Constantinople. No, sir; but 
the moment he stood beneath a free flag, and trod 
upon a free deck, and saw around him the men 
and the arms of a free country, his great spirit 
swelled to its old dimensions, and the love and 
power of liberty were renewed in his veins to- 
eether. Not for hima cottage in some far retreat. 
Not for him the delights of a homely fireside, and 
all the comforts of ease and competence. Not for 
him the plough and the sickle, and the peaceful 
employments to which they tend. Far other vis- 
ions occupy hismind. His thoughts are with his 
countrymen who are stili oppressed; and the pale 
and bleeding form of Hungary seems to walk con- 
stantly before him, and to beckon him onward to 
the creat work of her deliverance. Sir, in all this, 
I find nothing to diminish our estimate of the man, 
but much rather to increase it. The patriotism 
and self-sacrifice which he has thus shown give 
him a new title to our regard, and justify by fresh 
reasons the welcome which we have given him. 
Sir, I believe he has deserved that welcome by his 
past services, and | hope he will deserve a still 
more illustrious expression of our regard, by the 
events of his future career. All this, I think 1t 
has been the right and the duty of the American 
Congress to declare—and to declare it with no 
seanty phrases, no bated breath, and no trembling 
voices—but in tones loud enough to be heard alike 
by the despots and the subjects of the Old World, 
and firm enough to carry the conviction wherever 
they go, that we mean what we say. To this 
extent we have high authority to justify us, as 
well as the teachings of our own minds. 

And beyond this it is not necessary now to de- 
clare ourselves. I do not intend to go into the 
broad questions of national policy which have 
been opened here to-night. Upon these questions 
I have nothing to say, They do not belong to 
this debate. But I recognize in Louis Kossuth the 
great mastgr-spirit which has been evoked by the 
late European excitements. It is almost a law of 


regretting sacrifices 


tion or non-intervention, He only asked that it || revolutions that they create their own chief guides 


































































































iso 
and Jeaders. From out the stormy waves of the 
French convulsions emerged Napoleon Bonaparte, 
who seized with an iron hand the helm of Europe, 
and wrote his name with the point of his sword in 
ineflaceable characters upon the history of the 
world. In our own Revolution, also, Providence 
raised up the man for the times, and gave as that 
Washington whose fame is yet the dearest treasure 


of his countrymen, and whose name is honored | 


wherever liberty is praised. But in looking over 
the late agitations of the Old World, no man, it 
seems to me, appears who can fairly contest the 
alm of supremacy with Kossuth. When revo- 
Lotion had failed everywhere else, and the old dark- 
ness was settling over the nations, it was he who 
kept Hungary alive with freedom, and so anima- 
ted her with his own spirit that she beat Austria 
from the field, did not tremble before Austria and 
tussia combined, and only bowed her head at last 
before the treachery of one of her own sons. Sir, 
for what this man has done I am willing to give 
him my cordial thanks, and I care not how loudly 
and how warmly he may be welcomed to our 
shores. lam willing to see the people load him 
with honors, and make him the almoner of great 
wealth. 
there is no power on earth which ean control them. 
Nor do I fear that they will ultimately go too far. 
I have great and abiding confidence in their ‘* sober 
second thought.’’ But I warn gentlemen that 
any abatement of a proper courtesy on our part 
towards the illustrious Magyar may awaken an 
indignant feeling among the people, which may re- 
actin favor of those very doctrines of his which 
some of us do not see fit yet to avow. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.GROW. It was not my purpose thus early 
in the session to mingle in the debates of this Hall, 
nor.would I at this late hourof the day trouble the 
House with any remarks but for the charge that 
has just fallen from the lips of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. MeMuuuiw.] I cannotrefrain from 
replying, when I have the words of Kossuth to do 
itwith. Let his own language defend him against 
the charge of audacity. He comes here advoca- 
ting the rights of crushed humanity and the cause 
of his native land, and asks the American people 
for their aid against the despots of his country. 
Frankly he lays his claims and wishes before his 
hearers, and asks their consideration. He asks 
them as men standing under the shadow of Wash- 
ington, to consider the cause of humanity; and for 
thig he is charged with being guilty of the greatest 
impudence! Are his requests unreasonable, that 
they should not be heard? He brings to their elu- 
cidation the light of his master intellect, and the 
impulses of a warm heart. 
impudence? 


In what consists his 
Does he make a demand upon this 
Government or people, and attempt by threats or 
intimidation to coerce it? He presents his cause 
and reasons, and asks you for a voluntary decis- 
ion; and if in his favor, then he will leave your 
shores—theherald of lad tidings to enthralled na- 
tions. Butif youanswer no, in his own language 
** you will see a mournful tear in the eye of human- 
‘ity—its breast heaving with a sorrowful sigh—yet 
‘the answer must be accepted.”’ ‘*If you answer, 
‘you would rather be on friendly terms with the 
‘Czar than rejoice in the liberty and independence 
‘of Hungary, Italy, Germany, and France, yet 
‘dreadful as it is | will wipe ‘the tear of sorrow 


‘from my eye, and say to my brethren, let us pray, | 
‘and go to the Lord’s last supper, and then to bat- | 


‘tle and to death. I will say to them, there is no 
‘help for us but in our trust in Ged, and in our 
‘own good swords. I will leave you with a dying 
‘farewell, and bless you with the warmest wishes 
‘of my heart, and pray to God that the Sun of 


‘Freedom may never decline from the horizon of | 


‘your happy land.”’ If this be ** impudence,”’ in 
what way would you have an apostle of liberty 
appeal for the sympathy and aid of a people whose 
country has drank the life-blood not only of its 
own martyrs, but of the martyrs of every clime? 


Is it impudent for a man just escaped from Aus- | 


trian dungeons and Turkish exile to stand up in the 


face of nations and advocate the conscious rights | 


of man? Is it ‘‘impudent”’ for the representative 
of a brave people to present the claims of his fa- 
therland to the sympathies of the descendafts of 
Washington, Franklin, and Jefferson?—to make 
his appeal in behalf of bleeding humanity to a peo- 


ple whose every battle-field in the first and.second | 
war of independence is red with the blood of for- | 


| subjects of manly discussion. 


ion and expression on any and all subjects, is the || 
5 ; | I send to the Clerk to read, from the great Hyp. 


All this they have a right to do, and } 


| not yet out, I desire to make 


| speech of Kossuth’s. 


eigners—to aecountry that in the hour of peril re- 


ceived the aid of a Lafayette, De Kalb, and Kos- 
ciusko, and whose soil still holds the ashes of 
Pulaski and Steuben? 


dence is in attempting to destroy the teachings.of | 


Washington. 

Mr. GROW. Devoutly as we tum to the 
teachings of that greatest of mortals—and Heaven 
grant the day may never come when it shall be 
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ihe are SRS RFrceeee A 4 , 
Third, That the Government of the United States 
| declare its opinion in respect to the question 


| 


Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) His impu- i| 


| 
| 


otherwise with the American—-still the institutions, | 


1| 
country, as of all others, are here proper and open | 


opinions, and men, both living and dead, of this 


right of a freeman under a freeGovernment, The 
only sure reliance in every case is on the virtue, 
intelligence, and integrity of the people to correct 
all errors. It becomes not the American to bow 


Freedom of opin- | 


with blind reverence to opintons or institutions be- | 


cause of their grey age. 
growing more comprehensive, man’s relations be- 


For while knowledge is | 


coming better known, he who would cling blindly | 
to all the notions of other times, acts a. suicidal | 


part te the best interests of the present. While 
truth and society are progressive, he who would 


seek 


the one with an honest heart and fearless | 


mind, and act with a generous soul for the best | 


interest of the other, cannot entertain all the no- 


|| tions of his predecessors. 


If the doctrine of non-intervention was proper 
for our country in the days of Washington, and | 


| even though bequeathed to us as his dying legacy, | 
has not the time come, or will it never arrive, for || 


this Republic to decide whether in its foreign rela- | 
tions itis an inveterate rule never in any case to | 
be departed from; that we must stand with folded | 


ed by the wrongs of centuries and battling for lib- 
erty and the rights which God and nature has given 
them, and even when they have driven the invader 
of their 


midons united despots, and 


blotted from the map of nations? Is it the legacy 


| arms and closed lips and see a brave people, goad- | 


| American people, and seems either to haye 
| 
' 


| suth shall have Toon it will be a fit time to ely 
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5 , Of the inde. 
pendence of Hungary, and act accordingly. © Wide. 


Mr. 8S. said: The amendment is sim 


< I y the 
platform of Kossuth himself, as presented ‘ . 


heen 


misuriderstoed, or forgotten, by those who hay 
undertaken to announce his purposes in the de. 
bate which has taken place on this resoly:i.,_ 
Kossuth himself can better explain what he y 
by these propositions, than any one else, and ash. 
hashad no chance of speaking to-day for himself. | 
propose to afford him an opportunity. When K,, 


tion. 
Tang 


§- 


se 


this debate; and I trust that the little speech whic) 


| garian himself, explanatory of his platform, wij 
be the last made upon the subject. 


The following extract from Kossuth’s address 
to the Jackson Democratic Association, was then 


| read: 


‘My nation believes that the United States, present), 
themselves before the world in that imposing attitude, yw) 
restrain tyrants without any war. Let me say, that | caiye 
not to try to engage your arms and the blood of your hearts. 
to fight our battles. We will fight our battles onrsejyos. 
[Applause.] I came not to entangle you in a war. We 
ean fight our own battles. We are @ nation capable of 
achieving our own freedom if we have fair play. If na. 
tion like Hungary, with fifteen millions of inhabitants, js 
not able to fight its own battles, by jts own force, agaings 
its own enemy—if it is not strong enough to settle its ow, 
domestic matters, by its own strength, it deserves not, } 
merits not, to be free. All we wantis fair play. [ Applause 
We do not wish to fight againstthe whole world. The only 
thing Which we desire is fair play.’’ ; 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will remark tha; 
the extract which has just been read, does not 
contain all that Kossuth has said on this point. 
[Prolonged laughter.] I hope that laugh will not 
be taken out of my time. [Renewed laughter,| 
He has told us, with that candor which has char. 
acterized him since he came amongst us, that when 


|; he asks us to declare against intervention, if that 
from their soil, struck down by the hireling myr- | 


country | 
| drenched with the blood of the noble and the brave, 


of wisdom and humanity bequeathed by Washing- | 


ton and his copatriots, that Americen freemen must 
forever, in silence, be pierced with the ‘‘shrieks of 
liberty’’ as her votaries fall ? 


Whatever may be the policy or decision of our | 
Government in reference to armed intervention, as | 


the generous spirit sits not at the social board with 


the robber and the assassin, let it, at least, in its | 
intercourse with other nations, be as circumspect | 


in its company as the private citizen. To that na- 


| tion which tramples on the Jaws of nations and 


the common rights of humanity, let it not extend 
the hand of fellowship. Let us welcome to our 
shores, and to the hearts of our countrymen, the 
exile driven by oppression and wrong from the 
fireside of his fathers. 

Mr. GORMAN. rentleman’s time is 
a statement to the 
friends of this resolution. I desire to say to them, 
that if they expect to arrive at a vote upon the 
resolution to-night, they must not discuss it them- 
selves. If gentlemen will recollect, during the 
last Congress the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were kept from a vote for sixty 
days precisely in this way. For one, I intend 
to sit here till midnight rather than not to dispose 
of this resolution. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. ArpLeton,] 
and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentuckv. 


As the 


I have an 


| amendment which I propose to offer, after which 


I intend to ask the Clerk to read an extract froma 
I move to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘provided,’’ and insert the following: 


First, That, feeling interested in the maintenance of the 
laws of nations, acknowledging the sovereign right of every 


be a violation of these laws of nations, the people of the 
United States—resolved to respect and to make respected 


declaration of ours was disregarded upon the part 
of Russia, that he expected us to go to war to sus- 
tain it. That is what he said, and it cannot be dis- 


| puted on the floor; and an attempt ought not to be 


made to disguise it. Now, I want to put to the 
American Congress one or two simple inquiries in 


| respect to this doctrine in favor of non-interven- 


| United States. 


tion. I ask what department can commit us to it 
in a form to be authoritative and respected? Sup- 
pose the Executive should declare it, does not 
every one know that, coming from that Depar- 
ment alone, it would be brutum fulmen? Suppose 
it should not be respected, as it most probably 
would not be, what could the President do? He 
could not back it with the Army and Navy of the 
The war-power resides in Con- 


| gress; and no appropriation to that use can be 


| made for a longer period than two years. All he 
| could do would be to convene Congress, and rec- 


| ommend to it to declare war to make good his 
| declaration. Congress is, as we all know, a fluctu- 


ating body; an opposition Congress is not always 


| disposed to carry out Executive recommendations, 
| and it cannot be relied upon with certainty tha 


all future Congresses would go to war to susiail 
such a declaration, even if made by a President 
to whom it was friendly. It certainly would not 


do it in a case which did not strongly enlist ils 
| sympathy. Yet to cause the principle to be re 
| spected in any case, it would be necessary to Vil 


| dicate it in all. 





these public laws—declare the Russian past intervention in | 


Hungary to be a violation of these laws, which, if reitera- 
ted, would be a new violation, and would not be regarded 
indifferently by the people of the United States. 

Second, That the people of the United States are re- 
solved to maintain its right of commercial intercourse with 
the nations of Europe, whether they be in a state of revolu- 


|| days. 


tion against their government or not; and that, with a view | 


of approaching scenes on the continent of Europe, the Gov- 
ernment should take appropriate measures for the protection 
of the trade of our people in the Mediterranean; and, 


| and 


| risk a war with us, or anybody else, 





_ would be made. 


I repeat, what Kossuth himself 
admits in effect, that, unless it is known by other 


| nations that we would vindicate our declaratian by 


war if it was not respected, that it would be mere 
brutum fulmen. 
Suppose the declaration made ? the Executive 
y Congress also. It could only bind the 
Congress that would make it. ' 
Kossuth’s doctrines are impracticable under ut 
form of government. Let me illustrate. 5Sup- 


| pose this Government was to commit itself in all 
people to dispose of its own domestic concerns to be one ef |} 
| these laws, and the interference with this sovereign right to 


of its branches to them; suppose about August, 
Hungary should again strike for her independence; 
suppose Russia should interfere—as interfere she 
would, for the right to do so, as she esteems, : 
the vital principle of her system, and she woul 

sooner than 
surrender it—all the President could do would 
be to convene Congress. This would take sixty 
We would debate at least six weeks, more 
likely six months, before a declaration of wal 
Then we would have to take 
time to raise and discipline an army, unless we °° 
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what I think is an 
nolicy—keep 


hen they are to be transported to Hungary, and }} 
~ the mean time she is again prostrate; and we, I || 
me . . - . | 
suppose, would either return with our fingers in | 


ie mouths, or wage a war to resuscitate her. In {} 
out » 1 


wher words, we would wage a war to bring into 
existence a republic rather than to succor one. 
we desire to engage in this policy, I think France 


‘t yesterday; but I did not wish to elaborate it | 
shen, and, of course, I do not mean to attempt it | 


now, in the five minutes that are allotted me. I 
shall do it hereafter. But I undertake to say that 
this doctrine of intervention is utterly inconsrstent 
with the whole structure of our Government. 
Under a monarchy it is different. When the King 
of England or any other of the potentates of 
Europe make a declaration against intervention, 
they have all the war power in their own hands, 
and they can back their declaration without con- 
eylting anybody. I undertake to say, with some 
little knowledge of history upon this subject, that 
there has been no case where any nation of Eu- 
rope has taken the decisive stand which we are 
called upon to take, that did not at least commence 
making preparation for war coexistent with its 
declaration. In most cases the preparation has 
»receded the declaration; and to cause it to be 
respected this must be done. If we are to adopt 


this European policy, we must adopt all essential | 


varts of it. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sran- 
ron’s amendment to the amendment of Mr. 
CuvrcHWELL, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Cuurcuwe tt.] | offer the 
following: 

Resolved, That the Speaker be requested to appoint a 
committee who shall report to this House whether, in their 
opinion, the resolution of the last Congress, inviting Father 
Mathew to a seat in this Hall, committed members of Con- 


gress and the Government of the United States to the cause 
of temperance. 


(Great laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


pending amendment? 


What is the 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the | 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cuvrcnwe t.] 

Mr. STEPHENS. What has become of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. 

Mr. YATES. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


“And that said committee be instructed to inform Louis 
Kossuth that the Government of the United States will not 
look with indifference on the intervention of Russia, or 
any other foreign Power, against Hungary, in any struggle 
for liberty she may hereafter have against the despotic 
power of Austria. ’’ 


Mr. YATES said: I have introduced this 
amendment only for the purpose of saying that 
Tam in favor of the original resolution. 
astonished that gentlemen will not permit the 
House to come to a fair vote upon that resolution. 
The resolution does not commit the House to the 
principle of intervention. No, sir; not even by 
implication or construction. There is nothing in 
it which, according to a fair and honest interpre- 
tation, can be construed a committal to that prin- 
ciple. The only question is, whether we will 
extend a cordial welcome to this illustrious cham- 
pion of human rights. It contains a simple direc- 
tion to the committee to wait upon Louis Kossuth, 
and to introduce him to this House. When gen- 
emen array the objection of intervention against 
this resolution, they travel out of the record. 
There is no such avérment in the declaration. It 
1s a simple act of courtesy, and no more. I would 
not, sir, heedlessly involve this nation in the affairs 
of foreign nations. I see no reason yet to change 
the time-honored licy of the country—entang- 
ling alliances with 1 


Iam | 


none; and immediate inter- | 


if |) 
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indispensable adjunct to this ! gling against power and despotism for true and 
Oe 
on hand a large standing army. |; genuine liberty. 


Whois Louis Kossuth? He stands forth prom- 
inent before the civilized world as the distinguished 
representative of the democratic leew me in Eu- 
rope; as one who, in the council chamber of his 


native land—in the Hungarian Diet—contended | 
for the abolition of feudal prerogatives, for the | 
j | principle of te representation, and for unre- 
nresents a fair theatre. That is the view I hinted | 


stricted equality without regard to rank or birth— 
and who is now the great missionary of freedom, 
and is setting on fire the whole civilized world by 
the splendor and power and brilliancy of his elo- 
quence in the sacred cause of oppressed humanity. 
He comes here an exile. Overcome by his ene- 


| mies, defeated by the treachery of his friends, in- 
| carcerated in Austrian dungeons, banished from 
| his native country, from the home of his childhood, 


| yet his lofty spirit, still unbroken, towers with the 


creat idea of redemption to Hungary, and his great 


| heart still beats with the unfalterine purpose to 


vention, by means and men, might prove most | 


disastrous to the best interests of our country, and 


might even endanger its existence, to say nothing | 


of the blood to be shed and the immense amount 
of treasure to be expended in such a fanciful cru- 
sade for liberty. 

But, sir, 1 would be willing to go further even 
than this resolution, and to express, in unequivo- 
cal terms, our sympathy for every nation strag- 


strike for freedom and the rights of man. ‘This, 
sir, is the man whom we propose to welcome. 
Sir, if it be intervention, which I deny, to shake 
by the hand this republican, then I am for interven- 
tion. If it be intervention to proclaim our sym- 


| pathy for any people struggling for disenthralment 


from tyranny, for the great principles of demo- 
cratic liberty, then I am for it. [Several voices: 
‘““That’s right.’’] If it be intervention fer this 
Congress to express its indignant condemnation 
of the tyranny of Austria and the double tyranny 
of Russia, in the progress of this Hungarian war, 
then I am for it. [Voices: **That’s right.’’] Sir, 
the inglorious sentiment that we, the freest nation 
in the world, enjoying all the blessings of republi- 
can government, can be indifferent to the struggles 


| of the oppressed for the same liberty we possess, 
| isa sentiment unworthy of the spirit of the age in 
| which we live, and should find no lodzment in the 


| war, it will be their war and not ours. 


| isms of the world. 


| and I hope it will continue to be. 
| right, sir, let the consequences be what they may. 


American heart. It has been the policy of this 
Government to express its sympathy in such cases, 
We must do 


If Russia and Austria take offence and bring on 
We shall 


| fieht in the defence; and in a righteous war upon 
| our own soil, we could bid defiance to the despot- 


sright glories have covered 
our arms in three wars already; but in this last 
and final struggle between freedom and despotism, 
our good old flag would be borne aloft in triumph, 


| the glorious ensign of liberty to the world. 


| eedent for this welcome. 


Mr. Chairman, we are told that there is no pre- 
Iam willing to admit 
that precedent is worth something, and could show 


| that we had precedents in a good measure similar 


to the case now before us, in the reception of La- 
fayette and Father Mathew; but what is it for 
which gentlemen ask a precedent? Why, sir, it 
is this: we must not take a good republican by the 
hand, because we have no precedent for it. This, 


sir, with due deference to gentlemen, | must say is 


simply ridiculous. No precedent, sir! I will in- 
quire if all advance in legislation, all progress in 
civil or political reform, and even the friendly ex- 
change of the common courtesies of life, are to be 
disregarded , because there is no precedent for them ? 
Sir, it is in politics as it is in the physical sciences, 


| in improvements in agriculture, or the mechanic 
| arts; it is an age of progress in which in some 
| thines we are leaving the old landmarks behind 


and striking out a newpath. Less than half a 
century ago, and there was no precedent for steam- 
boats, or railroads, or telegraphs. Now, sir, we 


| have precedents in the palaces that float upon the 
| bosoms of our rivers and plough the ocean; in the 
| iron horse that thunders along our mountains and 





valleys; and in the lone wires which bear our 
thoughts and messages faster than eagles fly. Sir, 
if there is no precedent in the annals of Congress 
for tendering the hospitalities of this nation to so 
distinguished a champion of human rights as Louis 
Kossuth, then the sooner we have such a precedent 
the better. The more is the honor to us, if we 
shall be the first Congress to set such a glorious 
precedent. 

But Kossuth is a foreigner. This, sir, is no 
objection with me. It is justly our boast, that 
ours is an asylum for the oppressed of every clime; 
and long, long I hope it will continue to be. 
When the lone exile of oppression shall find no 
other refuge, here, sir, in- all time to come, may 
he find a foothold. A considerable portion of the 


OBE. 


isl 


population of the district 1 have the honor to rep- 
resent, consists of Germans, and, sir, they are dis- 
tunguishied for their intelligence, enterprise, and 
public spirit; but more than this, they are distin- 
guished for their ardent devotion to our Govern- 


ment. 
Interest in our schools 


of clime, or country, no ocean runving b 
should divide them. 


cling to be free. 


land of free States and spreading 


re : 
They readily learn our language, take an 
and publicAvorks, and I 


believe, sir, are as sober, industrious, moral, and 
patriotic as our native American citizens. 
the great subject of liberty I humbly trust that 
this Housé cannot : 
foreigner. 


U pon 


hesitate because Kossuth is a 
The true friends of freedom are united 


in the bonds of brotherhood throughout the world, 
and no natural barriers, no differences of 


locality, 
‘ween, 


ortunity for 


Mr. Chairman, this is a noble op} 


the representatives of this great nation to testify 
to the world their sympathy 


for a 


' nation strug- 
It should not pass. 


We should 


rive to Kossuth such a welcome as is worthy of 


his exalted worth—of his privations in the cause 


of freedom—of his illustrious services, and of him 
| as one of the greatest living orators df the age— 
and 
nation, 
| the earth. 
perfect development of the democratic 
than any other people. 


such a welcome as is worthy of this great 
Ours is the greatest and freest nation on 
We have attained to a fuller and more 
principle 
Then, sir, let us weleome 
Kossuth in a manner worthy of this our ereat 


millions of free 


people. Let no idle and ingiorious fears of offending 
the despots of Europe deter us 
| tates of natriotic duty. 


from the plain dic- 
Let Kossuth feel that the 
simple, undste ntations welcome of this House is a 
full reward for all his services in behalf of op- 
pressed humanity; and that this land, with insti- 
tutions based emphatically upon the power of the 


| people, is indeed an asylum for the oppressed. 


Let him feel that if he does men and 
money and armed intervention from our Govern- 


ment, he gets what is not less potent for his 


not 


| cause—the moral power of t! iS nation. 


Mr. Chairman, let not the representatives of 
the people be behind the people themselves. I re- 
joice, sir, that standing in this the Capitol of my 
country for the first time, it is mv prerogative to 
spe ik for this resolution, Li 
not for himself only, but for 
elder Adams said of the Fourth of July, “ with 
erratulation and joy, with bonfires and illumina- 
Welcome should be inscribed upon the 
doors of the Capitol, upon the flag that floats 
above us 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GREY said, that this debate had taken a 
range and latitude, which to him seemed strange 
and inappropriate. ‘The simp! 


tus hail Kossuth, 


his cause, AS the 


tions.’’ 





question pre sented 


| by the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. 


Canrrrer,] was as to the appointment of a com- 
mittee to introduce Mr. Kossuth to the House of 
Representatives. Yet a person entering the Hall 
aul ignorant of the true question before the House, 
would suppose that the proposition under discus- 
sion was war with Russia and direct mtervention 
in the contest between Hungary and Austria. The 
resolution presents no such issue. ‘The question 
is simply whether we shall now repudiate, or carry 
out the Invitation heretofore tendered to Kossuth; 
whether we shall extend to him the courtesies to 
which we stand committed by the action of the 
Executive and by past legislation. In February 
last, the Secretary of State, the officer charged 
with the management of our foreign relations, had 
taken the initiative, and instructed our Minister in 
Turkey to open negotiations with the Turkish 
Government for the liberation @ Kossuth. This 
proceeding of the national Executive had been 
subsequently indorsed and approved by Congress, 
by the resolution of March last, instructing the 
President to send a national vessel to bring Kos- 
suth to this country. 

The President in his message informed Con- 
cress that he had complied with their instructions, 
and that Kossuth was soon expected to arrive, 
and he referred to their consideration the question 
of the manner of the reception and treatment of 


| this distinguiseed man, thus brought to thiscoun- 


| with a national salute. 


try by the order of Congress. Kossuth arrived, 
and the President of the United States, as Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, had re- 
ceived him at New York as the nation’s guest 
Congress then adopted 
the following Joint Resolution: 
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“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives || 
of the United Keates in Congress assembled, That the Con- 
gress of the United States, in the name and behalf of the || 
people of the United States, give to Louis Kossuth a cor- || 
dial welcome to the capital and to the country; and that a 
copy of this resolution be transmitted to him by the Presi 
dent of the United States.”’ 

W here did this demonstration in favor of Kos- | 
suth originate? It was not a Democratic meas- | 
ure, nora Whig measure; but a measure of the | 
National Executive—of the Secretary -of State, 
who controls the foreign affairs of the country, | 
and who first suggested that we should passa 


joint resolution welcoming Louis Kossuth to the || 


“— and the country. 


by Congress in this joint. resolution, Kossuth 

presents himself in this capital. Now, the plain 

question is, Will you recall, or will you fulfill the 

invitation you have given him? Are you now 

doubtful of his worth and merits? And had you 
“not the same data, by which to judge of his worth 

and merits, before you gave him this invitation, 

as now? Mey colleague on my right [Mr. Ewine]} 

fears that this tends to intervention in the affairs 

of Europe, and asks where are we to stop? I an- 

swer, that ‘the question of intervention or non- 

intervention is not before us. It will be time | 
enough to decide that question when it arises. | 
The question now presented, and the only ques- | 
tion, is, shall we fulfill the reasonable expectations 

created by our own previous action? avin in- 

vited Kossuth to come to the capital, shall we 

receive him and treat him with courtesy, now 

that he has accepted our invitation? snd shall 

we, by so doing, express our sympathy for the 

progress of liberal institutions and resublicanism 

in Europe, of which he is the representative? I 

do not intend to contribute in any way to involve 

my country in a war, for the propagation of the 

doctrines advocated by Kossuth. Yet] see no 


reason why we should not give him and his cause 
’ 7 
the moral influence of our countenance and sym- 


vathy, by receiving him with the civility and po- 
fiseunans ei to our own self-respect. The law of 
nations does not forbid the exercise of such hospi- 
tality, nor the expression of our sympathies for 
this distinguished man and the cause he represents. 
The despotic powers of the world combine to 
maintain and uphold their doctrines, and why 
should we hesitate to give the moral influence of 
our sympathy to the cause of liberal and republi- 
can institutions, or to extend to their representa- 
tive the civilities to which we arecommitted? To 
my colleagues, who differ from me on this ques- 
tion, I say that the people of Kentucky would 
not hesitate to do so, fully, frankly, heartily, 
and gracefully, as the occasion demands. 

Sir, Louis Kossuth, as the great apostle of lib- 
erty, as the representative of those who advocate 
liberal principles in Europe, as a martyr to those 
principles, and an exile from his own dear Hun- 
gary, would be greeted nowhere with a more cor- 
dial and whole-souled welcome, than in Kentucky, 
To my colleagues who oppose this resolution 
(Messrs, Marsuart and Ewsne) I will suppose 
this case: ‘They unite in an invitation to a distin- 
guished but unfortunate individual, a citizen of 
another State of this Union, or, if they please, of 
a foreign government, to comeand make his home 
in Kentucky. They send their ‘coach and four” 
to bring him to the State. He arrives. They 
again unite in a joint note, bidding him welcome 
to the State, and to their houses. Heso conducts 
himself that he is received in every town and city 
with the greatest enthusiasm, with every token of 
the highest appr@iation, and he is escorted by 
committees from town to town, till he reaches the 
doors of my two colieagues. Would they then | 
say to their families and friends, ‘Sit still, be 
quiet, don’t move; I won’t invite this man in, nor 
introduce him to my househeld, for fear he may 
next ask for a loan of money, or some new favor; 
or lest he may not behave like a gentleman, and 
act in all respects with propriety.”’ Is this Ken- 
tucky hospitality? No, sir; no. After such invi- 
tations and antecedents, a Kentuckian would meet 
the stranger at the door; would do it handsomely; 
would take him cordially by the hand, and ex- | 
claim, ** Welcome, sir, thrice welcome to these | 
hails. Allow me the pleasure of introducing you 
to my family and friends.’? This much is due || 
from this House to the distinguished patriot and | 
exile, who now stands at our door—our own in- |! 
vited guest. The resolution of the gentleman from I 
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| think not. 


EF gs _ || has brought him here. 
n compliance with the invitation tendered him || 


| reported—ayes 6, noes 90. 


|| Ohio does this, and commits us to nothing more; | 


and I will vote for it with all my heart. 

But it is said thatif you receive him, as this 
resolution proposes, he will next ask your aid and 
intervention in the affairs of Hungary. 
Will it be a crime in Kossuth to ask our aid? I 


presented. And I ask how we will bé in any 


| worse condition to refuse his request, after we have | 


received him with that hospitality and those civili- 
ties, which seem called for by the invitation which 
If you invite a man to 
your house, you receive him when he comes, with 


cordial courtesy; and if he afterwards presents an | 
unreasonable request, or one which you do not | 
_ think proper to concede, you may then with better 

| grace decline. 


It has been imputed, as an offence, to Kossuth, 
that he has appealed from the Government to the 
people. Ido notso understand him. In contrast- 
ing the Governments of Europe with that of the 
United States—a contrast drawn from him by the 
excitement of the warm reception with which his 
landing in America was greeted by the people—he 
has said that here the people are sovereign, as 


| they should be, and as he wishes to see them in 


his own country. In declaring that the people 
are the true sovereigns, I understand him as 


declaring his assent to that principle of our Gov- | 


ernment, which he wishes to see introduced into 
his own country. Has not every member of this 
House, in his canvassing, used the same language, 
and in the same spirit, when addressing the 
people? If so, did they mean any offence to the 
people or to the Government? If not, why take 
exception to the same language when spoken by 
Kossuth? For my part, being well convinced 
that he intended no offence, I will not captiously 
take offence. It is also urged that we offered him 
an asylum; that we invited him to become a resi- 
dent amongst us; and that we ought not to receive 
him because he comes, not to reside, but as a 
transient visitor. Butif you invite a person to 
take up his abode with you, and he comes to thank 
you, will you turn your back upon him, because 
he respectfully makes known that his circum- 
stances preveut his accepting your kind offer? 
We do not do so in Kentucky. No, sir. Con- 
gress invited Kossuth to come to America. On 
his arrival, the President received him as the na- 
tion’s guest, with a national salute. Congress 
has since invited him to the capital; and since he 


has come on that invitation, 1, for my part, will | 


receive him in the manner which I think our pre- 
vious action requires—with the cordial sympathy 
due to his cause, with the honors due to him as 


its representative, and with the polite courtesy and || 
generous hospitality for which the American peo- || 


ple are distinguished, and none more than the peo- 
ple of the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tellers 
on Mr. Yartrs’s amendment; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. Averett and Fow er appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 


No quorum voting. 
{Loud cries of ‘** Call the roll!’’] 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, inquired if a mo- || 
tion that the committee do now rise was in order. | 


The CHAIRMAN replied that the motion would 


not be in order, as the rule required that when the | 


committee found itself without a quorum the roll 
should be called. 


| The roll was then called, and the committee | 
rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
the chairman of the ‘committee reported the facts | 
| to the House, with the names of the absentees. 


A quorum being now present, the committee | 
| resumed its session, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, moved that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Orr and Fow.er were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 50, noes 74. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question was next again taken on Mr. 
Yares’s amendment; and the tellers: reported— 
ayes 2, noes 77. No quorum voting. 

So the roll was again called, 

The committee rose, and the Speaker having 


GLOBE. 


Be it so. | 


He has a right to ask, as we have a | 
right to grant, or to withhold, as we may judge 
fitting and proper, when the demand or request is | 
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resumed the chair, the chairman of the co 
reported the facts, and the names of the a 
to the House. 

_ Aquorum being present, the committee resumed 
its session. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, moved that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. WALSH moved to amend the motion by 
adding, ‘‘ with instructions to report the resoly. 
tion te the House.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tel}. 
ers on the motion that the committee rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Snow, and 
Jounson of Tennessee, appointed. 

The question being then taken, tellers reported— 
ayes 15, noes 74; no quorum voting. 

The roll was called. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker havine 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having caused the roll to be 
called, had found itself without a quorum. 

Mr. ASHE moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, inquired if q 
motion for a call of the House would not take 
precedence of the motion to adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER ruled that it would not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND called for the yeas and 

nays; and they were ordered. 
| ‘The question being then taken, it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 54, nays 88; as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Aiken, Ashe, Averctt, Thos. H. Bayly, 
Barrere, Bocock, Bowie, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, E. ¢, 
Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, Cobb, 
Cullom, Dockery, Edmundson, Ewing, Fitch, Goodenow, 
Hall, Hammond, Harper, [sham G. Harris, Haven, Hen- 
dricks, Hillyer, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Jolin. 
son, George W. Jones, Kuhns. Landry, Lockhart, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Martin, MeMullin, Meacham, Miller, Jobn 
Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Porter, Powell, Savage, Scher- 
merhorn, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Taylor, Venable, Watkins, and Williams—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Babcock, Bart- 
lett, Bell, Bissell, John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Brenton, 
Briggs, Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chapman, 
Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, George T. Davis, 
John G. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Ficklin, Florenee, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thos. 
J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Grow, Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas 
M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, John Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Leteber, Mace, Mann, 
Millson, Molony, Nabers, Newton, Peaslee, Penniman, 
Perkins, Rantoul, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Scudder, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, 
Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, George 
W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, 

|| Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Addison White, Wil- 
drick, and Yates—8s8. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Before the above result was announced— 
Mr. GENTRY asked the unanimous consent 
| of the House to propound a question to the Chair. 
I simply wish to know whether it will be in order 
for me to move, provided the House does not ad- 
| journ, that the (commities of the Whole be dis- 
| charged from the further consideration of the res- 
olution, and instructed to report that resolution 
forthwith to the House without amendment? _ 
The SPEAKER. It can be done by unani- 
| mous consent. 
Mr. VENABLE. I object. 
[Cries of ** Go on !’’ ** Go on !”’] 
Mr. GENTRY. Ido not claim the right of 
debate, but only ask the permission of the 
| House 
[Cries of ‘ Order !’? “Order!” **Go on!” “Go 
on!’ from numerous members. } 
|| Mr. GENTRY. I was about to remark—— 
| [Cries of * Order !’’ * eee 
| he SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
|, gentleman cannot proceed. 
| TheSPEAKER. There being a quorum pres- 
ent, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Jones, 
‘| of ‘Tennessee] will resume the chair. That is the 
_ order of business under the rules. 
|| The Cuarrman resumed the chair, and an- 
| nounced that the question before the committee was 
‘| the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Yares] to the amendment of the gentleman 
| from Tennessee, [Mr. Cuurcuwett.] : 
_ Mr. CABELL, of Florida. The question be- 
_ fore the committee was on the motion to rise. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
'| Florida is correct. Upon this question tellers 
|| had been ordered, and when they had reported, 
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i, was ascertained that no quorum was present, 
The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. GORMAN, I beg to remark that I believe 
the question before the committee was upon the 
motion that the committee rise, and that the in- 
fexibility of the opposition is such that every one 
ust perceive, if they are determined to hold out, 
+ js out of the question to pass this resolution to- 
night. Gentlemen will remember a similar scene 
ypon the California question during the last Con- 
cress, and the amount of tinre consumed in five 
minute speeches, And in this case, unless gentle- 
men want to make five minute speeches, I insist 
that the committee do rise. 

The tellers, Messrs. Brown of Mississippi, and 
CuarpMaN, having resumed their places, thé ques- 


‘ ion was taken on the motion that the committee 


rise, and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 74. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurring upon the amendment to 
the amendment, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered, and Messrs. GitmMore 
and CABELL were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—aye 1, noes 75; no = voting. 

(Cries, ** Call the roll!’’ ‘Call the roll!”’] | 

The roll was then called, and the committee 
rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
the chairman of the committee reported that the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
having found itself without a quorum, caused the 
roll to be called, and instructed him to report the 
facts to the House with the names of the absent- | 
ees. 

There being no quorum present, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved a call of 
the House; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WILDRICK called for the yeas and nays 
on that motion; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to adjourn—yeas 61, nays 77; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, 
Bowie, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, E. Carring- 


ton Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, 
Cobb, Cullom, Dockery, Edmundson, Ewing, Fitch, Free- 


man, Gentry, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hammond, , 


Harper, Isham G. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer, An- 
drew Johason, James Johnsen, Robert W. Johngon, George 
W. Jones, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Humphré¥ Marshall, 
Martin, McMullen, Miller, Millson, John Moore, More- 
head, Murphy, Powell, Riddle, Savage, Schermerhorn, 
Seurry, Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, 
Venable, Watkins, and Williams—61L. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Babcock, Bart 
lett, Bissell, Bowne, Briggs, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cartter, 
Chapman, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, John 
G. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Fdgerton, Fick- 
lin, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Green, Grow, Hascall, Henn, Horsford, 
John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, \ngersoll, [ves, John 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Mace, 
Mann, Meacham, Molony, Newton, Peasice, Penniman, 
Perkins, Porter, Rantoul, Robie, Sackett, Scudder; David 
L. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sweetser, George W. Thompson, Thurston, ‘Townshend, 
Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Ad- 
dison White, Wildrick, and Yates—77. 


Mr. FOWLER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 


up the subject under consideration at its last sit- 
tng, 


The SPEAKER. .The House has already or- i 


dered that there shall be a call of the House, and 
itis the duty of the Chair to direct the roll to be 
called. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The yeas and 
hays were called upon that question. 
wan SPEAKER. The Chair did not so under- 

nd it, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I had just risen, when the 
motion was made to adjourn, to call for the yeas 
and nays, when the gentleman upon my right 
(Mr, Ciineman] called for them. The Chair said 
it was too late. I raise this point of order. It is 
never too late to call for the yeas and nays, be- 
Cause it is a constitutional right. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt that it is 
& constitutional right, but it is too late to call the 
yeas and nays upon a question that has passed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is the call still 
in force ? 








The SPEAKER. 
_ the House for a call of this House. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I move that all further pro- 
ceeding upon the call of the House be suspended. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
nays upon that motion. 
I rise to a question of order. 
that no proceedings have been had since the call 
of the House, and it is not in order to make such 
a motion now. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent forthe House 
ut any time to rescind its order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
tion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SWEETSER. 





I withdraw my motion. 
Is it in order to make a mo- 


I rise to a question of or- 


Mr. CARTTER. 
The SPEAKER. 
[Mr. Cartrer] has the floor. 
Mr. CARTTER. 


now adjourn. 
The question was taken, and the motion was 


T have the floor. 
The gentleman from Ohie 


I move that the House do 


So the House, at ten p. m., adjourned to Friday. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented 


By Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of John Gilfil- 
| lin and 65 others, citizens of Lawrence county, Pennsylva- 
| nia, praying Congress to pass a law making land warrants 
| under the act of 1850 assignable. 

By Mr. APPLETON, of Maine: The petition of citizens 
| of Portland, in the State of Maine, for an appropriation to 
| build a marine hospital. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Bangor and Eastpert, in said 
| State, for an appropriation to build a breakwater at Rich- 
mond’s Island. 

By Mr. ALLISON: The petition of Elizabeth Swagers, 
| widow of George Swagers, a soldicr of the revolutionary 
war, for a pension. 

By Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky: The memorial of 
|; the General Council of Louisville, for the purchase of the 
| Louisville and Portland Canal. 
| By Mr. McDONALD: The petition of Enoch Burt and 
| others, asking for compensation for inventing an important 
| improvement in the art of weaving by power. 

By Mr. GORMAN : The memorial of the heirs of Colonel 
| Francis Vigo, for advances made to the United States during 
, the campaign of General George Rogers Clark. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN : The petition of H. N. Cur- 
| tis and 35 other citizens of Rochester 

for the passage of a law for the protection of American pat- 
| entees against the violation of their rights in the neighbor- 
| ing province of Canada. 


» New York, praying 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
By Mr. MACE: A bill to grant a right of way for a rail- 
| road from Springfield, Mlinois, to Tolede, Ohio, via La- 
fayette and Delphi, Indiana, and making a grant of land to 
Said States to aid in the construction of such road. 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, January 2, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Butier. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The following message was received from the 
President of the United States: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a copy of a letter of the 26th instant, 
'| addressed to the Secretary of State by the contractors for 
paying the next installment due to Mexico, pursuant to the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, representing the necessity of 
|; an immediate appropriation by Congress of the money ne- 
MILLARD FILLMORE. 


| cessary for that purpose. 
The message was read, and it was 
Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Fi- 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of Richard 
|| King, praying to be allowed to enter certain land 
| within the ‘‘ Maison Rouge Grant,’’ upon the 
| terms allowed by the act of the last session “of 
| Congress for the relief of purchasers of land 
within that grant; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Sam- 
| uel Noah, praying compensation for services dur- 
| ing the last war with Great Britain; which was 
, referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of officers of the Army sta- 


| compensation; which was referr 
| tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Maria Davis, praying a 
| pension and bounty land in consideration of the 
|| services of her son, Thomas Davis, in the late war || were entirely rejected by the late Board, although 
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are under an order of | with Mexico: which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 


Mr. GWIN presented two petitions of citizens 


| of San Francisco, California, praying the estab- 
I demand the yeas and | lishment of a branch of the Mint of the United 


States at that place; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William 


Blodgett, a revolutionary pensioner, praying an 
increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensiens. 


Mr. BORLAND presented the petition of the 


late and present land officers at Washington, Ar- 
kansas, praying compensation for services in 
making entnes of land under bounty land war- 
rants; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Elvira 


F’. Smith, widow of an Army officer, praying a 
continuance of her pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. - 


Also, the petition of the administrators of John 


| Anderson, praying remuneration for property de- 
stroyed by the enemy during the last war with 
Great Britain; which, with the docunients on the 
files of the Senate relating to the claim, was re- 
ferred to the Committée of Claims. 


Also, the petition of Hiram McCarty, praying 


| indemnity for the confiscation of the property of 
| his late father by the British authorities in Upper 

Canada, in consequence of his adhering to the 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: | American cause in the last war with Great Britain; 


| which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Also, the petition of William Woodbridge and 


| Henry Chipman, late judges of the United States 
| in the Michigan Territory, praying compensation 
| for services rendered by them which did not 
properly belong to their office; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- 


| tion of citizens of Wisconsin, praying that so 
much of the land contained in the Fort Howard 
military reservation as is not required for military 
edger may be surveyed and brought into mar- 


cet: which was referred to the Committee on Pube- 


lic Lands. 


Also, the petition of James Edi, praying the 


establishment of an Agricultural Bureau; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 


| of Wisconsin, praying a grant of public land to 
| that State, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
| from Milwaukie to the Sa river; which 
| was referred to the Committee on 


~ublic Lands. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 


Edward Holt, praying permission to enter a quar- 
ter section of land, lying in a military reservation, 
on which he has made improvements; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD I have received a péti- 


| tion from William T. Finch, of St. Louis, which 
is of a rather extraordinary character. He repre- 
sents that he feels that he is destined, in the provi- 
dence of God, to fulfill a destiny. He says that 
he has been engaged during the whole course of 
his life in the cause of human progress and ad- 
vancement. He says that, unfortunately, he has 


not met with that success in his efforts which his 


| cause deserves. In this petition he evidently takes 


the side of *‘ intervention’”’ as his doctrine, and 
would go so far as to extend it throughout the 


| world. He prays that Congress would take his 


memorial into their censideration, and that they 


' would put him upon the same footing as other 
| foreign refugees are placed who come into the Uni- 


ted States; that they would give him a tract of 
land, and make a special provision to that effect, 
in the bill which he understands is now before 
Congress for granting lands to foreign refugees. 
He further states, that if this cannot be done with- 
out prejudice to the presidential election of 1852, 
he prays that he may at least have the warmest 


sympathies of this body. I move that this mem- 
| orial be referred to the Committee on Public 


| Lands. 


The memorial was so referred. 
MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, I have in my 
| tioned at Fort Laramie, praying an increase of | hand one of several memorials of persons claim- 
ed to the Commit- || ing indemnities for losses sustained in Mexico. 


They represent that their claims were presented to 
a former, as well as to the late Board of Mexican 
Claims; and some of them allege that their claims 
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they had been approved by the previous Board. 
Others, again, state that their claims have been 
greatly reduced, and set forth that, in consequence 


ii me, 


of this reduction, injustice has been done to them | 


by the Board of Commissioners; that, by the 
course which the Government of the United States 


has taken with Mexico, in relieving that country | 


from all of these claims, it has become bound to 
do them justice, and they ask that another Board 
may be organized, or some other mode adopted, 
by which the justice of these claims may be ascer- 
tained, and payment of them made, if they are 
found to be just. I feel a good deal at a loss to 
know what ought to be done in cases of this kind. 
! understand that there are a great many of them 
besides those that have been intrusted to my care. 
They ask for an investigation of the matter by the 
Senate. They desire the appointment of a com- 
mittge, with power to send for persons and papers. 
i entertained some doubt whether this was a prop- 
er subject for the investigation of this body; but I 
became convinced that there was propriety in it, 
since the object of the memorialists is not to make 
any criminal charge against the Commissioners, 
but simply to havea reinvestigation of their claims, 
in order that the facts may be ascertained, and the 
yuestion be presented and decided, whether the 
Government of the United States will feel itself 
bound to pay these claims beyond the amount of 
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from an association known and styled as the 
** Industrial Congress of the city of New York,” 


| with a request that I would present it to the Senate. 


This memorial asks for the recall of the Uniced 
States Minister from France, and the suspension 
of all diplomatic intercourse with the Government 
of that country. I present this memorial as I would 
present any other which might be transmitted to 
me with a request that I would present it. I will 
ask that it may be read. I do not know whether 
in consequence of its being read, it will go into the 


yublic journals of the day or not, but it is desired | 
»y the memorialists, in a letter accompanying the | 


memorial, that it should do so. 
The memorial was then read, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United | 


States in Congress assembled : 


The Industrial Congress of the city of New York, in view | 


of the late tyrannical and unpardonable conduct of Louis 
Napoleon Bonaparte, President of the French Republic, 


respecttully pray your honorable bodies immediately to re- | 


call Hon. William C. Rives, your Minister to France, and 
the suspension, on the part of our Govertiment, of all 
diplomatic and commercial relations with that Power. The 


. ! 
Industrial Congress is not insensible of the importance and 
responsibility that would naturally attach to the assuming ef | 


the position herein recommended. It well knows the fact, 
however, that the United States Government was the first 
to acknowledge the Republic of France. This recognition 


| was manifested on the ground that the people of that unfor- 
| tunate nation had become wearied of the form of govern- 


indemnity stipulated in the late treaty with Mexi- | 


co. It is suggested by some of the memorialists, 
that the three millions stipulated for the payment 
of these indemnities has not yet been cieained, 
so that there is yet a fund remaining, out of which 
some of these claims at least can be paid; and thus 


ment under which they so long had lived, and had risen in 
their majesty, and established a Democratic government. 
Louis Napoleon Bonaparte, he whom the French people 


'| had honored with their confidence, and elevated to the 
| Presidency of the Republic, has proved treacherous to the 


trust reposed in him; he has violated and trampled under 


| foot the constitution he had solemnly sworn to support, and 


there, is a question presented to us which we must | 


meet at some time or another, whether the Gov- 
ernment will go beyond the awards of the late 
Commission, 

I understand that there is a number of other 
memorials in the hands of Senators, of a similar 


has in various ways proved recreant to his duty, and thrice 
recreant to humanity. 
Under these cireumstances, the Industrial Congress es- 


| teem it not only proper, but necessary and right, that our 


Government should enter its sternest protest against the 


| flagitious tyranny of the usurper Napoleon. 


character; and as they, like myself, feel some | 
doubt as to what disposition should be made of || 


them, I will merely oe these memorials now, 
and move that they be laid upon the table. 


In behalf of the Industrial Congress, 
H. A. GUILD, Secretary. 
Mr. W. I move that this memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. MANGUM. If the motion which I am 


| about to offer will take precedence of the motion 


The following memorials were accordingly pre- || W" ; 
| Wisconsin, I will move that that memorial be laid 


sented, and laid upon the table: 


The memorial of James W. Zacharie, assignee | 
, 


of Asmus C. Breedall, praying the establishment 
of a tribunel for reviewing the decisions of the 
late Board of Commissioners for investigating 
claims against Mexico. 

The memorial of Edmund J. Forstall, and the 
memorial of Nathan C. Folger, assignee of Chas. 
Guenet, representing that there is a variance be- 
tween the awards made on their claims by the 
Board of Commissioners for the settlement 
claims of American citizens against Mexico, and 


| upon the table. 


which has just been made by the Senator from 


It proposes to reverse the entire 
volicy of the Government. 


The PRESIDENT. The motion of the Sena- 


tor from North Carolina has precedence. 


Mr. MASON. Will the Senator from North 
Carolina withdraw his motion for a few moments ? 
I will renew the motion, if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. MANGUM. Certainly. I withdraw the 


| motion. 


of || 


Mr. MASON. 


I understood this to be a memo- 


| rial to the Senate, but | did not distinctly hear 


praying the payment of that portion of their 


claims disallowed by the said Board. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


what was its purport. 


The PRESIDENT. It is a memorial from the 


Industrial Society of the city of New York. 


Ordered, That the petition of Charles Cooper & Co., on | 


the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the clerks in the Adju- 
tant General’s Office, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

RECESS. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to Mon- 
day next. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. FELCH gave notice that he should ask 
leave to introduce « bill granting to the State of 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic land, for the purpose of constructing a canal or 
railroad across the Peninsula of Michigan; and 

A bill to establish an additional land office in 
Michigan. 

Mr. CLARKE gave notice that he should ask 
leave to introduce a joint resolution declaratory of 
the principles of the United States Government 
upon the Tenelae of intervention with the internal 
relations of other States, and reaffirming the 
known settled policy of our country. 

Mr. CLEMENS gave notice that he should ask 
leave to introduce a bill, to be entitled “An act 
to provide for the appointment of a United States 


district attorney for the northern district of Ala- 
bama.’’ 


RECALL OF OUR MINISTER TO FRANCE. 
Mr. WALKER. A memorial has been sent to 


Mr. MASON. From a society called the ‘‘In- 
dustrial Congress of the city of New York’’—the 


| memorial of a society of which we know nothing 
except through newspaper reports, asking this 


Government, because of an alleged change in the 
form of the French Government, to recall its Min- 
ister, under circumstances of discourtesy, without 


| regard to the consequences which would certainly 


ensue on the adoption of such a measure. 

Mr. President, this is from the same type 
of which we have recently had many impres- 
sions from the same quarter of the Confederacy. 


| I had intended, when I[ first heard this memorial 


I did not 


mentioned, to oppose any reference. 


| know what reference the honorable Senator who 


eee this memorial might ask for it, but I 
nad intended, without wishing to treat that paper 


| with any disrespect—and I do not wish to treat 
| any paper with disrespect that may be presented 
| here—to oppose its reference to the Committee on 


oe of that kind. 


Foreign Relations, chiefly with the view of show- 
ing that the Senate are not disposed to entertain a 
I now renew the motion 


made by the gentleman from North Carolina, that 


| the memorial be laid upon the table. 


i 


Mr. DAWSON. Will the Senator from Vir- 


| ginia withdraw that motion for a few moments? 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
it 


| the part of an 


~ Mr. MASON. I w'thdraw it if the Senator 
from Georgia wishes it. 


Mr. DAWSON. This question is now fairly | 
| presented to the Senate; an 


member in this body to make this 
issue before the American people, no time can be 


GLOBE. 











if it be desirable on | 


Jan. 2. 
better than the present. If we are to change ths 
foreign policy of this country at this time, je . 
do it now; but, on the other hand, if we are dene 
mined not to do so, let us announce it at ee 
What committee, then, can more appropriatel, 
make a report upon this subject than the Con 
mittee on Foreign Relations? Now I am desirous 
that this should be done. If it is desired that this 
uestion should be discussed, let it go | ; 
Aisericen people, and let it be thus d 
whether we shall take part in the strife and wa, 
of other countries, or abide by the course which, 
in this respect, we have pursued since the first 
foundation of the Government. I trust that this 
reference may be made, and that-that committes 
will report upon the subject. I hope the Senaty 

will not lay the memorial upon the table, 

Mr. WALKER. I should regret exceedino} 
if the introduction of this memorial should at this 
time give rise to any discussion. I certainly jy. 

| troduced it with no such expectation, no such de 
sire, no such design. I perhaps know more of 
the association whence this memorial comes than 
most of the Senators who have spoken in refer. 
ence to it. I believe it is constituted of a class of 
men to whom respect should be shown—that ig, if 
respect is to be shown in the Republic of the 
United States to what constitutes the laboring 
and mechanical portion of the country. This as- 
sociation, termed the ‘Industrial Congress of 
New York,”’ is chiefly composed of that class of 
men—not all of whom it is true—who are under 
the necessity of laboring for a livelihood. Some 
of them, 1 am aware, by their labors, have ac. 
quired a fortune. I believe them to be as good 
republicans,as any who stand on this floor, and 
I should regret exceedingly that any disrespect 
should be shown to their memorial. [ have 
moved its reference to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and I have done so with somewhat of 
the motive which has been expressed by the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson.] Thesub- 
ject of our conduct towards certain foreign goy- 
ernments is one which is now agitating the coun- 
try to a considerable extent. We shall undoubt- 
edly have this subject fully before Congress. We 
cannot keep it out. It 1s one of those matters 
that will come before us, and it is now a mere 
uestion of time as to when we shall meet it. | 
think, as the Senator from Georgia has expressed 
himself, that the present is just as good a time to 
meet it asgve shall ever see; and what committee 
is better qualified to report and throw light upon 
the subject than the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions? I am grateful to that Senator for his con- 
currence in my motion to refer this matter to that 
committee. I hope it will go there, and that we 
may have a report which the country will study 
with that interest which such a report would be 
entitled to receive. This, 1 think, is the better 
way to treat this matter, and not as the Senator 
from Virginia would treat it, by rising imme- 
diately on the bare mention of the subject in the 
Senate with apparent indignation, both in his 
voice and manner, and moving to lay it upon the 
table. This is not the way to receive it. I said 
that I introduced this memorial because I had 
been especially requested tedo so. That was my 
only motive, with the further motive of giving 
the memorial the reference I proposed, and that 
that committee to which this memorial and papers 
of a kindred character may be referred, may give 
us a report which may go before the country for 
its consideration. : 

Mr. MANGUM. It was certainly, sir, with 
no purpose of treating these memorialists with 
disrespect that I made the motion to lay the me- 
nenielst the table. But it asks us to act con- 
trary to the whole ee of the Constitution and 
our organization. ‘The interposition of the voice 
of the Senate in matters of this sort would be a 
violation of the policy of this Government, which 
has existed from the earliest day until the present 
time. Sir, we shall meet these questions; we shal 
have them to meet. I, in my humble capacity, 
am willing to take the responsibility of meeting 
them at any moment, A joint resolution, of which 
notice has this morning been given by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Cuarxe,] will bring up 
this question distinetly; and we shall see, upon the 
vote, who are willing to stand by the ancient 
usages and principles of the Government, and who, 
on the other hand, are willing to go for foreign 1- 
tervention with the view of propagating liberty 
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‘re again move, with no feeling of disrespect to 
the memorialists, that the memorial be laid upon 
ye table. Should any gentleman, however, de- 
ire to speak upon the subject, I will withdraw the 
motuon. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
few remarks. 
“Mr. BUTLER. I desire to say a very few 
yords. 1 agree with very much of what my friend 
som North Carolina has intimated. If we are to 
-hange the Whole mode of treating our foreign re- 
iations; if, instead of having a communication of 
‘his kind come through the Executive organ to the 
Senate, it is to be introduced by any public body— 
an irresponsible one, so far as it is known to the 
Constitution—I do not say irresponsible so far as 
-ooards their relations as citizens—if, I say, such 
communications are to be introduced into the Sen- 
ate for the purpose of dictating to the Executive, 
who should take the initiative in all matters of 
foreign relations, it will, in my opinion, change the 
whole spirit of the Constitution. 

[ think the more promptly we meet the subject 
the better. What is this? 


I desire to make a very 


| 





“ The scene on Wednesday last in the United Stites 
Senate, during the debate on the Kossuth resolution, was 
one of peculiar interest. The Russian Minister was the 
distinguishing feature of the occasion. He was observed 
to pay the deepest interest to the discussion. When Foote 
spoke, he looked on with that expression of contempt and 
disgust with which one of our codfish aristocracy would re- 
gard a Democratic harangue from Mike Walsh. When 
General Cass spoke, however, the countenance of M. Bo- 
disco assumed a melancholy expression, as if touched with 


| & presentiment of the power of the unterrified Democracy 


of this country in shaping out the action of our Govern- 
ment. But there were two sides to the question ; and 
when General Dawson, of Georgia, took the Russian side, 
the Siberian coldness of the distinguished envoy was thawed 
into a genial smile of approbation. The speech of Mr. 
Underwood, however, told with the happiesteflect. Sev 

eral times he lifted his hat, as if about proposing three 


| cheers for Underwood, but desisted, most likely, out of re- 


spect to the Senate. 
“The fact is, the Russian Ambassador had achieved a 
great victory. He had heard Kossuth and his cause de- 


| neunced in the American Senate, and he had occasion to 


A memorial from a} am concerned. 


plume himself upon the result. Why? Because, as we 
are apprised, he had been seen in close and suspicious con- 
fab with Messrs. Dawson and Underwood on the floor of 
the Senate the day before.”’ 

There is not one word of truth in it, so far as I 
No such confabulation ever took 


numerous, intelligent, and I suppose a very influ- || place—no such interview ever occurred on the 


ential body in New York, praying that we should || floor of the Senate, or elsewhere. 


It is lamenta- 


take a step which does not lie withinour province. || ble that letter-writers and others will flood the 


In New York I have no doubt the politicians, who 


journals of the country with falsehoods deroga- 


ere so much wiser than the Constitution, or at || tory to the character of Senators, and the charac- 


least the usages of the Government under the 


ter of this body. These things go abroad. But 


Constitution, are willing to have subjects of this || for the effect this might have of being published 
|in the other branch of the Legislature, 1 would 


kind agitated to favor their wild doctrines, for wild 
I must call them—fourierism, socialism, &c.,— 
which tend to pull everything down to a level with 
what they may conceive to be right.” I do not 
say that this is not an accurate standard, but it is 
astandard to which I do not choose to conform. 


[ regard this Union as a Confederacy of organized | 


Republics, and I believe that our conduct in refer- 
ence to it should be regulated by the Constitution. 
When we violate or disregard precedent on this 
subject, we are prepared for a revolution ourselves; 
and while looking out for the interests of others 
abroad, 1 think we had better take care of our- 
selves at home. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I concur very much in 
the views of the Senator from North Carolina, 


|Mr. Raters) 206 of the Senator from South || 


Carolina, {Mr. Burter.] But we shall have to 
meet all these new questions, which forcing 
themselves before us, In some way or other, sooner 
or later. I think that the sooner you meet them, 
the better it will be for the country. The longer 


you postpone the combating of error, the greater || 


| 


| 
| 
| 
1} 
] 
1] 
| 
| 


| 


|| gether, I have no recollection of it. 


not have noticed it here, because it is useless to 


| enter into a war with an editor, who has an arsenal 


of missives of that sort when you have none. 
Mr. DAWSON. 1 would not have referred to 

this subject had not my friend from Kentucky 

alluded to it. 


have been here, and I may have been in conver- 


| sation with him, but not upon that subject; and 


as for the three being engaged in conversation to- 
I have no 
recollection of having seen M. Bodisco here the 
day alluded to. As the Senator from Kentucky 
says, it is certainly a misrepresentation, or the 


| writer may have been mistaken. 


i 
} 
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Mr. DAVIS. Ido not think ita matter of creat 
importance as to what disposition is made of this 
etition; but I agree with the remarks which have 
een thrown out by some gentlemen, that the time 
has arrived when it is, perhaps, expedient that 


there should be some discussion upon this subject, | 


and perhaps action by the Senate upon it. And I 


root error takes; and through delay the most dan- || hope when it does come up it will be deliberate in 
gerous evils are more likely to spring up and over- | 
shadow the country. The question here is, What || is some misapprehension as to duties which we 
course ought we to take upon the present occa- || 
sion? If these memorialists want Congress to in- | There is, I apprehend, an idea prevalent to some 
| extent—I hope not largely so—that free institu- 


terfere with the Executive departmentof the Gov- 
ernment, would it not be proper to give them an 
answer through the committee, that that ought not 
to be done, that the Constitution does not tolerate 


it, and thus bring their attention to the very objec- || bayonet. 


tions which are made on the different sides of this 


its character. I hope so, sir, because I think there 


owe to ourselves and to other Governments. 


tions, republican Governments, and public liberty, 


| may he created and sustained, and Governments 


of that character built up and supported by the 
I hold this view of the subject to be 
utterly delusive and false. I hold that all the ex- 


Chamber? As the memorialists are indorsed as || perience of the world is at war with that idea, and 


respectable by the Senator who has presented the 


| 


that it is quite impossible by force and violence to 


memorial, it does seem to me that the most satis- || cherish and build up these principles of free gov- 
factory answer to them—if you can reason with || ernment which are the result of peaceful inquiry 
them at all, if they are not enthusiasts, with whom || and an enlightened public intelligence. The pub- 


you cannot reason—would be to say, you are inter- 
lering, and requesting Congress to interfere, with 


lic mind must be imbued with a just conception of 


| what political liberty is, and of the means by which 


matters which pertain exclusively to the Executive || it is to be enjoyed and maintained before it can be 


epartment. 
Mr. President, there is a temper pervading the 


country at this time which, in my judgment, is | 


lamentable to the greatest degree feel called 
\pon—and it is a thing which I very seldom do— 
‘o make a personal explanation, growing out of a 
speech made im the other branch of this body, im- 
bodying what seems to have been published in 
one of the New York papers. 


or any set of men. 
Were to take all the caustic words in all the lan- 


guages, living and dead, and form them into a || in human progress. it 
cataplasm and apply it to the gangrene souls of || Why, if there had been’ in Europe the ee 
Some men, you could hot excite a redeeming blis- || wisdom—that just view of the subject which 


| successfully established among a people. 


| 
' 
| 
\} 
| 
i 


| power of the oppressor. 


Prema- 
ture efforts have and will be unavailing—war may 
overwhelm arbitrary power—an outbreak of in- 
dignation under oppression may break down the 
This is neither difficult 
nor uncommon, but how unfrequently such a state 
of things has proved a harbinger to public liberty ! 

We saw the revolutions in Europe in 1848. We 


Almost no 


Epithets do no good. If you || force, no violence, no arms were necessary to 


accomplish so great and so extraordinary an event 
But what do we see now? 


hope 


I would now merely say that the | 
| statement made is not true. M. Bodisco may 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


It is not my habit || saw the thrones of those ancient monarchies fall to | 
‘6 apply epithets upon any occasion to any body | the ground under the public breath. 


‘er. It is useless to apply epithets to any one. || and have every reason to believe prevails through- 
€ matter to which I want to call the attention || out our own land, then was the time, then was the 


of the public—and I do it because it has found its 
Way into a very able speech of Mr. Smrru, of 


| 


opportunity which every lover of liberty might 


have embraced to work out the great change in |, 


ee ee 


hrsughout the world. And here, sir, I can only || Alabama, which has been printed for circulation— political condition so much desired. ‘Then they 
Lope that our policy may not bechanged. I there- + is the following: 


might have built up free institutions, and estab- 
lished them permanently. But, I regret to say, 
they failed, signally failed; and is it not to be as- 
cribed to a deficiency of those moral elements 
which are intlonguethte to the maintenance of pub- 
he liberty? There was an absence of that intel- 
lectual discipline which prepares the public mind 
to act with harmony in the attainment of great 
objects, nor did the people seem to be able to take 
that comprehensive view of this’ subject which is 
indispensable to build up and sustain free govern- 
ment in the place of the absolutisms which they 
had prostrated. It is lamentable that it is so. No 
one can deplore it more than I do, 

But may we not learn a lesson from facts of thie 
sort which may be of some importance to us? 
Suppose that instead of these thrones crumbling 
to the earth in the manner they did, they had been 
prostrated by war, overtured ‘by the ifitervention 
of the sword and bayonet, would the people, 
then, have been any better prepared to build up 
and sustain free institutions? No, sir. Public 
liberty ripens like the fruit upon the tree, and it is 
in vain to attempt to hasten it except by moral 
and pacific means. And give me leave to say, 
that whenever force and violence interfere with 
a view to hasten a people into the enjoyment of 
liberty which is not fitted for it, however patriotic 
the feeling may be, and however strong the desire 
for the enjoyment of public hberty, it ordinarily 
ends in swinging from one form of absolutism into 
another, and thus removing the day of deliverance 
further away. Do we notsee thisin France now? 
How long is it since the constitution, which was 
deliberately adopted, was overthrown and pros- 
trated in the dust in a single night? Itis only a 
few days since we received the intelligence that 
that constitution is in the dust, the Executive 
Department of the Government having abolished 
the Legislature and returned to the imperial modet. 

| All I wish to say at this time is, that when 
we are treating of this subject, do not let us 
delude ourselves with the idea, that force and vio- 
lence can, unaided by fitting moral and mental 
preparation, propagate free institutions. ‘There 
must be a preparation in the public mind for such 
an event. ‘The public must have the requisite in- 
telligence—it must embrace and understand the 
subject itself, in order to enable it to execute a 
» purpose of this sort. If they have not this com- 
prehension, all measures of force are not only 
wasted, subserving no efficient purpose, but are 
positively injurious. I hope this subject will be 
discussed and examined with calm consideration, 
and that in the end the policy of the Government 
| which has hitherto sustained us may be vindi- 
| cated. 

I do not stand here to say that no case can 
arise in which intervention may not be appro- 
priate. I can understand that a case may arise 
when it may become a proper, if not the only 

jremedy. I can imagine that combinations may 
exist to suppress free government—combinations 
to overwhelm us in detail; but I see at this time 
no distinct evidence of such a purpose. When 
that day comes, and come it may—when that 
great issue is made, which is so much talked of, 
between absolute and free governments, we know 
where we shall be. We understand what part 
we shall espouse. But that day will come fast 
enough of itself, without our undertaking to hasten 
it. There will be nothing gained by undertaking 
to hasten it by wars and violence. On the con- 
trary, much mischief may be accomplished in that 
way, by arousing the very spirit we deprecate. I 
do not wish to go into any discussion now; but I 
thought this was the appropriate time to throw 
out the views which I have suggested. I am in- 
different as to what disposition is made of this 
| memorial. 
' Mr. MASON. I will detain the Senate but a 
| few moments. I entertain the impression which 
I expressed when this proposition was first sprung 
upon the Senate, that this memorial ought not to 
have a reference. And the first and insuperable 
objection is, that it asks the Senate to do what it 
| is not competent for it to do—it asks the Senate to 
recall a minister. I have read the petition, and it 
is coram non judice. If it should be referred, the 
committee could do no more than to say that it 
was not within their jurisdiction. But I have an- 
other and still stronger objection, if a stronger one 
could be made to its reference. Sir, the commu- 
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nication that takes place between nations through 
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The bill was read, and passed to the second |; 


their respective representatives is one of national || reading, and the report ordered to be printed. 


courtesy alone. The President of the United 
States is the organ, and the only organ, of this 
Confederation in that respect. When he thinks it 
advisable or proper, in the discharge of his trust, 
to recommend that we should have a minister in 
one of the nations abroad, he does so upon his 


own responsibility as President; if Congress agree | 
with him, they make an appropriation to maintain 


that minister. If*it be important—and I need not 


say to the Senate that it is of the highest import- | 


ance—that the departments of this Government 
should proceed harmoniously, and not interfere 
with, much less encroach upon the rights of the 
others, it is most important that it should be so 
between the President and the Senate. If this 
Industrial Congress, or any other body of men, 
think a minister should be recalled, let them ad- 
dress the President. 
rial a reference, it will be to that extent, at least, 
(considering that we have entertained the proposi- 
tion made,) to give consideration to that which, in 
my judgment, the Senate ought not to entertain, 
because it does not come within their proper sphere. 


3ut if we give their memo- || 


I will not go into the matter discussed by the hon- | 


orable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis, ] 


as to the character of the present French Govern- | 
ment, or what it may or may not become this | 


Government to do. If I should say anything, I 


show, for the last half century, that the French | 


= at present are incapable of self-government. || 


“ver since the present century began we have had 
that demonstrated te us; butas to that, I] have now 
nothing to say. 
form, whether intervention to prevent intervention, 
or intervention direct. 
modified form. But, for the reasons which I have 
presented, with great deference, to the Senate, I 


I am against intervention in every | 


This is intervention in a | 


titink the committee, if this memorial were referred, | 


could make but one report—that is, that the sub- 
ject is nota proper one to come before this body. 


‘When the time comes—and we are aware that a | 
resolution has been submitted by the Senator who 


introduced that memorial—for the subject to go to 
that committee, they will, I have no doubt, avail 
themselves of the opportunity to make known their 
views upon the iste subject. 

tion to lay the memorial upon the table. 


Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; | 


which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 14; as follows: 

VY EAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, 
Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, Downs, Geyer, Gwin, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, King, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Smith, and Underwood—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Bradbury, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Felch, Hamlin, Jones of 


I renew the mo- 


Towa, Norris, Shields, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whit- | 


-14, 
So the memorial was laid on the table. 
Mr. DAWSON, when called upon to vote, said: 


comb 


As this seems to be a test question, in order that | 


my views may be understood I must vote to lay 
the memorial on the table. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill to change 


the times for holding the district courts of the | 


United States in the western district of Virginia, 


and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill to authorize notaries public | 
to take oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments, | 


in certain cases, reported it without amendment. 


Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill giving 
further remedies to patentees, reported it without 
amendment. 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs, to whom was referred a bill to create a 


Board of Commissioners for the examination and | 
payment of claims against the United States grow- | 
ing out of-the conquest of California, reported it | 


with an amendment. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 


Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill for | 
the relief of Richard Charey and others, reported | 
it without amendment. 
Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the | 
memorial of Rufus Dwinel, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief, 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 


Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill to | 
provide for the unpaid claims of the officers and | 


soldiers of the Virginia State and Continental 


lines of the revolutionary army, reported it with- | 


| out amendment. 





He also submitted a report on the subject; which 


| was ordered to be printed, 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 


Pensions, to whom was referred the bill. for the | 
| relief of the widow of Major A. M. Dade, re- | 
| ported it back without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAWSON vasked and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill to provide for payment to the State 


| dians, in the years 1836, 1837, and 1838; which 


was read a first and second time by its title, and | 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. DOWNS asked and obtained leave to bring 


| in a bill to grant the right of preémption to set- 


| Rouge Grant;’’ which was read a first and second || 


| time by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 


should say that the experience of the world will ! Private Land Claims. 





tlers on the public land known as the ‘‘ Maison 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. DAWSON asked and, by unanimous con- | 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill to amend | 
the act entitled ‘‘ An act proposing to the State of | 
| *Texas the establishment of her-northern 
‘western boundaries, the relinquishment by said | 
| *State of all territory claimed by her exterior to ||| 


and 


‘said boundaries, and of all her claims upon the 


‘United States, and to establish a territoral gov- | 
| ernment for New Mexico,’’ approved September |! 
| 9th, 1850; which was read a first and second time | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 
Mr. BUTLER subsequently rose and said: A 


bill was referred a moment ago to the Judiciary 


| Committee which ought to have been referred to 


the Committee on Territories. 
has haretofore had cognizance of all territorial 
business. I do not wish to take work off other 
people’s hands. 1 move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill introduced by the Senator fyom 


Georgia [Mr. Dawson] was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on the Judicia 
Mr. DAWSON. 

system in the Territory of New Mexico. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


ject was up before, some gentlemen said it was a 


judicial question; but it was taken from the Judi- | 
ciary Committee by a vote of the Senate. All the | 


bills in reference to California and the Territories 
at the last Congress were taken from the Judiciary 


Committee and referred to the Committee on Ter- | 


ritories. As the Territorial Committee has had 
the whole subject under consideration, and as the 
Senate took the sul 


ciary Committee. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Judiciary Committee is 
the proper committee to which should be referred 
all matters relating to the judicial system of the 
country. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust that my friend from 
Georgia will acquiesce in my motion, and let the 
subject be referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. If he knew as much of the history of the 


matter as I do, he would not resist my motion. If || 
this subject had not before been taken from the || 
Judiciary Committee, I should not now object to || 


its reference to that committee. 


The question being taken on the motion to re- || 


consider, it was found there was no quorum pres- 
ent. 


After waiting a short time without obtaining a 
quorum, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Frivay, January 2, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m, 


proved, 


LOBE. 


| of Georgia for moneys expended by the State for | 
horses and equipments lost by volunteers and mil- | 
itia whilst engaged in the suppression of the hos- || 
| tilities of the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee In- | 


That committee | 


ry. } 
b is to amend the judicial 


I recollect that when thissub- || 


ect from the Judiciary Com- | 
| mittee, I dé not wish it to be referred to the Judi- | 


_ Jan. 2, 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITy 


The SPEAKER. In pursuance of ¢ 
Congress, I beg leave to announce the 
the following gentlemen as the Regen 
‘** Smithsonian [netitation:’* Messrs, Co 
South Carolina, Fircn, of Indiana,and \ 
of Vermont. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. BRENTON. I rise toa privilege 
tion. I wish simply to have the Journal corrected 
in two particulars. I find that I am recorded o 
the Journal as having~voted in the negative me 
Wednesday last on the motion to lay on the table 
the appeal of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr 
| Jones,| whereas my vote should have been in the 

affirmative. I find myself again reported as hay. 
ing voted in the negative on the passage of the 
resolution stopping debate, when it should haye 
been in the affirmative. 

There being no objection, the corrections were 
ordered to be made in the Journal. 


MR. PARKER, OF INDIANA, 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, stated to the House 
that Mr. Parker, of Indiana, was confined to his 
bed with sickness on Tuesday and Wednesday 
last, which would account for his absence from 

| the House. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business jn 
|, order was the call of committees for reports, 
|| Mr. CARTTER. I would inquire whether it 
| is in order during the morning hour to move that 
| the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
|| Whole? 
The SPEAKER. It is in order. 


« LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

Mr. CARTTER. Then i move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
committee upon private bills. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
|| of Mr. Carrrer, and it was agreed to. 
| So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 

in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the decision of the 
| committee at its last sitting, overruling the decis- 
_ion of the Chair, and declaring that the resolu- 
| tion intro@ced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CartrTer] was the unfinished business at the pre- 
ceding sitting of the committee, the Chair will so 
consider it on the present occasion. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it necessary to make a 
motion to take it up, or proceed as of course? 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question as fol- 
lows: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrten] 
had offered the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
| Speaker to watt upon Louis Kossuth and introduce him to 

the House of Representatiyes. 

Mr. Venaste had moved the following, asa 

substitute therefor, viz: 

That the Speaker be authorized to invite Louis Kossuth 

to a privileged seat within the House. 
|| The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurce- 
| WELL] had moved to amend the original resolution 
_ by adding thereto the following, viz: 


—=- 
TION, 

he act of 
hames of 
ts of the 
LCOCK, of 
Teacnam, 


d ques. 


Let us go into 


|| Provided, That by the adoption of the above resolution 


} 


| 


| 


The Journal of Wednesday was read and a | 


} 


a compliment is only intended to the distinguished Hunga- 
rian. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Yares] had 
moved to amend the amendment by adding thereto 
the following: 

And that said committee be instructed to inform Louis 
Kossuth that the Government of the United States will not 
look with indifference on the intervention of Russia, or any 
other foreign Power, against Hungary, in any struggle for 
liberty she may hereafter have against the despotic power 
of Austria. 
| And the pending question is upon the amend- 
| ment offered by the gentleman from IIlinois (Mr. 
| Yares] to the Smelly 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Upon that I 
ask for tellers, 

Mr. YATES. With the consent of the com- 
| mittee, I wish to withdraw my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN, It cannot be done without 
| unanimous consent. ; 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object, be- 
cause I want to know how many will vote forit. 

Tellers were then ordered; and Messrs. Davis; 

of Indiana, and Brices were appointed. 
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“The question was then taken, and the tellers are his efforts to aid the abolition of slavery in the 
norted—ayes 7; noes 111. | United States? Sir, I cannot go in such company 
" So the amendment to the amendment was re- || in honoring Kossuth: I fear I should reluctantly 
s ‘| eonsent to go to Heaven in such company. 
| [Laughter.] But I need have no apprehension of 
that kind, for these State-rights men, in the | 
charnel-house Abolition party, are not bound in 
that direction. I could not follow them, no matter 
, how sacred the flag they pretended to raise. I 
| should first desire to examine the foot of the 
standard-bearer, to see if it was not cloven. I 
| could not believe such men were in the right path, 
unless one rose from the dead, to assure me, wien 
I saw among their leaders, the members from 
Massachusetts and Ohio, (Messrs. Mann, Ran- 

| rout, and Gipprnes. } 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard it said that Aus- 
tria, Russia, and Haynau, had friends and advo- 
cates in this House. I might, with propriety, 
refer this unworthy remark .o the gentlemen on 
the other side. The author of it will find among 
his political friends men of patriotism equal to his, 
whose deportment he had better imitate, who are 
as firm in their opposition to this resolution as any 
on this side of the House. Gentlemen of both 
parties are opposing it. Whigs and Democrats, 
actuated by principle, firm, true, and unflinching 
men, unite in opposing it. Sir, if I were to say 
of any one here, he spoke like one who had been 
intimate with discussions at the Five Points in 
New York, and there learnt his courtesy, I should 
| not be more unjust than he was, who charged 
| those who opposed this resolution as being friends 
of Haynau. 

This matter demands careful consideration when 
| we see the course adopted by the Abolitionists. 
| When we see the proceedings of the Abolition 

Convention, when we look to the Senate, and 


jected. 
Ar. STANLY. I wish to submit the follow- 
-o¢ amendment to the amendment, viz: 5 


Resolved, That in adopting this resolution this ‘i 
to, 


ines not believe that Louis Kossuth, nobly struggling i 

half of his oppressed country, has given his approbati 

or has any sympathy with the Abolitionists, who, in acon- 
vention recently held in Pennsylvania, at which an address 
was delivered by one of the members of this House, with 
wicked disregard of the obligations of the Constitution 
a jaws of the land, proclaimed that they sympathized 
ith Kossuth is his heroic devotion to the cause of human 
freedom, * and expressed the hope that his herculean labors || 
“a this behalf would conduce to the overthrow of oppres- 
ion not in Hungary alone, but in the United States and 
throughout the world.” 

Mr. S. said: I am glad to see that some gentle- 
men in this part of the House are satisfied with 
that resolution, and I hope they will vote for it. 

[ shall not vote for the resolution of the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] as it now stands. 
| wish to do all that courtesy requires. But in the 
first place, we have not had an opportunity of 
resenting our views upon this question of national 
intervention, and then again because a demand has 
heen made in a solemn form, to give to Louis Kos- 
suth the aid and influence of the Abolition soci- 
ety. 1 have regarded his movements with a great | 
deal of interest since his arrival in this country, 
and had I been here when the resolution of wel- 
come from the Senate was passed, I might have 
yoted for it. Since then P have had my eyes 
opened, and I think it is time for every gentle- 
man here, especially from the Southern country, | 
to pause and see what _ areabout. Now look 
at the state of things on this floor! Who are the 
most strenuous and foremost in advocating this 
resolution? Who most ardent in violating all | 
rule, and then sanctimoniously talking of good 
behavior? Is there an Abolitionist here, who is | 
not urgent in demanding that Louis Kossuth shall | 


this matter, I pause to. know what it means. It 
is true that General Cass is with them, but Gov- 
| ernor Seward will beat him at that game out of 
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a iat oheoladsl 


there find Seward and Sumner taking the lead in | 


be privileged to admission in this House? The 
honorablemember from Ohio, [Mr. ee and | 
from Massachusetts, [Messrs. Mann and Ran- 
TouL,] and others, are most earnest in aiding to stifle | 
debate, and welcome Kossuth. One of the gentle- | 
men from Massachusetts, who sits near the door, 
(Mr. Ranrout,] has said that Kossuth was a 
“State-rights man.’’ A new idea of State rights! 
That gentleman attained his present position by 
his opposition to the fugitive law, which he de- 
nounced as violating ‘‘ State rights.”” L&uis Kos- 
suth is proclaiming in his speeches, that he is a 
“State-rights’? man. What is the meaning of this 
new doctrine? Do the gentlemen from Ohio and 
Massachusetts, [Messrs. Gropines and Ranrovt} 
think the late Abolition convention in Pennsylva- 
nia were advocating State rights in adopting the | 
resolutions I hold in my hand, and will insert in 
myremarks? I wish I had time to read them. 


[From the National Intelligencer of Dec. 23d, 1851.] 

At a Convention of “the members and friends of the 
Pennsylvania Anti-Slavery Society,’ held at Philadelphia 
last week, and said to have been “ largely attended,”’ and 
at which addresses were delivered by Hon. J. R. Giddings 
and the Rev. Wm. H. Furness, the following resolutions 
were passed, which appear to us to be too significant to be 
withheld from our readers : : 

Resolved, That we heartily congratulate one another, 
and the friends of liberty throughout the land, upon the 
auspicious result of the recent trial of Castner Hanaway ; 
and that the efforts to revive in this country the obsolete 
and infamous doctrine of constructive treason, and to par- 
alyze, by the terrors, of the dungeon and the scaffold, not 
merely the fugitive’s cherished hope of maintaining his 
freedom, but even the liberty of the press and the freedom 
of speech on the subject of slavery, have so signally failed; 
and that, in the final rejoicing of the people, in view of this 
result, we see an evidence of the progress of our cause, 
and a sign of its future triumph. 

Resolved, That the Convention recommend to the Exec- 
utive Committee of the Pennsylvania Anti-Slavery Society 
‘0 prepare an address, for presentation to Louis Kossuth, 
expressive of sympathy with him in his heroic devotion to 
the cause of human freedom, and of earnest hope that his 
Herculean labors in this behalf will conduce to the over- 
throw of oppression, not in Hungary alone, but in the Unii- 
ted States, and throughout the world. 


A member of this House (Mr. Gippives] was 
present at the meeting where they passed resolu- 
“ons congratulating the country upon the acquittal 
of Castner Hanaway—one concerned in the Chris- 
lana murder—as being a sign of their success, and | 
indicating a repeal of the fugitive law. They also | 
were a resolution, in which they expressed the | 
iope that the efforts of Kossuth ‘would conduce | 
to the overthrow of despotism in the United | 
States.”” Now, sir, what does this mean? How | 


very. 


gentleman has not discussed an 
before the House, but he has thought proper: to | 


sight. 

Not only in Pennsylvania, but Ohio, a man, | 
bearing the name of Kinkle, is collecting money, 
and avowing he intends to aid in abolish sla- 
I have seen several of the Ohio papers | 

publishing the proceedings of meetings in which 
| the Pennsylvania Convention finds aiders and 
abettors. 


I have only time to add, Mr. Chairman, that I 


am willing to do all that courtesy requires towards 
Kossuth: but it is due to him that his name be not 
allowed to appar as sanctioning the wishes of 
| those who so unworthily are willing to injure him, 
| to give themselves some poor advantage. 
by no means, sir, free from danger. 

have been made within a year to invade the Island 
of a power with whom we are at peace—our 


Weare 


Attempts 


whole country has been agitated by the malig- 


| nant efforts of fanatics North and South—Canada 
| is not always quiet, the world is seeming to be 
| unsettled, and a war is still proclaimed against the 
| South by the enemies of the country. 
time for us to commit ourselves to Kossuth’s doc- | 
trines? 
to vote against this resolution as it now stands. 


Is thisa 
1 think not. And my duty compels me 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I have long known the gen- 


tleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Stan y,} who | 
I know his sentiments, | 
and the feelings of his heart. 
| with the gentleman here, and I receive all that he 
| has said in perfect kindness. 
| the commencement, very frankly, that he need | 
feel no trouble about going to Heaven in company 

with those referred to, or alone. 


has just taken his seat. 
I have long served 


1 will say to him at 
Indeed, I fear he 


{Laughter. } 
matter which is 


will never find the path there. 


travel to Philadelphia and pick up some newspaper 


article there to discuss in this Hall, instead of the 


resolution which is under consideration. He ap- 
pealed to me, as if he felt confident that he could 
so far draw me from my propriety as to enter into 
a discussion of that kind. 

aid no compliment to my judgment. 
ecw me as well as I think he should have known 
me, he certainly would not have flattered himself 
that he could induce me to participate in such a 
discussion on such an occasion as the present. I 
thank him not for the left-handed compliment 
thus paid to my judgment. He should have 
known that no slaveholder or overseer could drive 


The | 


In this he certainly | 
If he had 





_—_ 


me by the crack of his lash into sech an impro- 
priety. To the sentiments which I have at any 
time expressed here or elsewhere, the gentleman 
well knows I am ready on all proper occasions 
to respond and vindicate. The gentleman will 
bear testimony to the promptitude with which | 
have ever been ready to take up and answer any 
attacks upon my opinions on every fitting o »por- 
tunity. The gentleman shakes his head. ask 
the gentleman to point to a single instance in 
which I have ever failed to meet any gentleman 
who has assailed my opinions in this Hall when 
propriety would admit. 

Mr. STANLY. You have now. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will do that on a proper 
oceasion, but not upon this resolution, and under 
the five minutes rule. The gentleman knows that 
the opinions which I entertain could not be ex- 
plained, enforced, and advocated in a five minutes 
speech. He is attempting to draw me into the 
vortex of interminable debate, but I am not to be 
caught in that way. He may, perhaps, catch 
some younger opponent and drag him into this im- 
oer discussion, but he might have known that 

was not to be thus caught. I repeat for the for- 
tieth time, that I will not discuss matters which 
have no relation to the pending resolution. Sir, 
have we not trifled with this subject long enough ? 
We have injured our reputation in the eyes of 
the American people by the revolutionary and dis- 
organizing proceedings which were witnessed ont 
our last session. And for what? To prevent the 

— of a simple resolution m honor of Louis 
Cossuth. A minority of this House, in which I 
regretted to see my friend from North Carolina— * 
for I did not expect to find him in such company— 
have resorted to revolutionary and disorganizing 
measures for the purpose of defeating the will of 
the majority. The country will mark it as an era 
in the history of American legislation. 

In conclusion, I will say to the gentleman from 
North Carolina that here or elsewhere my opin- 
ions are the same, and I shall be prepared to vindi- 
cate them as soon as we enter upon the discussion 
of the President’s message. I shall then be most 
happy to cross swords with the gentleman if it be 

his eed 


Mr.STANLY. Just as I expected. He backs 
out, 
Mr. STEPHENS demanded tellers, on the 


amendment to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. IncEeRsout 
and Brices were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 27, noes 92. 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, by adding 
thereto the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be con 
strued as impairing the effect, or questioning the policy of 


the measures passed by the last Congress, known as the 
compromise measures. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I raise the 
question of order, that this amendment is not at 
all pertinent to the subject-matter before the com- 
mittee. It relates to the compromise measures of 
the last Congress. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move, then, to amend 
the amendment, by striking out the word ‘‘only.”’ 
The resolution of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CartTTER] is but a compliment, and it seems to 
me that it isa natural and appropriate sequence 
of the joint resolution, which passed a few days 
ago by the nearly unanimous voice of both Houses 
of Congress. The opposition which this resolu- 
tion meets with seems to me a very strange thing. 
What does this resolution imply? What is it? 
It implies just what it expresses—nothing more 
and nothing less. It says that inasmuch as this 
distinguished stranger has been invited to the cap- 
ital, and is now at our gates, it is proper and fitting 
|| for us to provide for his introduction and reception 
here, in a manner worthy of ourselves and worthy 
of him. It cautiously and studiously ignores the 
question of intervention or non-intervention, and 
all other questions. And if it is strange that such 
a resolution should meet with opposition, it is still 
stranger to me that it should meet with the kind 
of opposition which it has encountered here. Gen- 
tlemen are not only unwilling to pass the resolu- 
|, tion, but it seems as if they felt themselves under 
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®n obligation to insult the distinguished stranger, 
and wound the cause that they profess to have at 
heart. Not content with opposing the resolution 
in a fair, legitimate, and straightforward way, 
they have resorted to every species of obstruction 
and strategy to prevent us from coming to a vote 
on the resolution. And for what? Simply to 
stifle the expression of the feeling of the people of 
this country in favor of Kossuth and his cause. 
It would have been infinitely better that no reso- 
intion had been introduced here, than that we 
should have made such a record as will be made 
—a record that will stand as long as this Govern- 


ment shall last—a record that cannot be blotted out | 


or burnt out. 

Gentlemen have endeavored to alter this resolu- 
tion. ‘They have stood here and chaffered and 
bartered as to the amount of courtesy that is to be 
shown to this distinguished republican. They 
have tried how small a modicum of courtesy they 
could get extended to him. Allusion has been 
made to other distinguished individuals who have 
been invited into this hall. But there has been no 
case at all parallel! to this. Kossuth is here by 
invitation of Congress. He was brought here, 
as the President informs us, under the authority 
of Congress. In an Executive communication, 
the President recommends that we shall consider | 
the manner in which this man, brought in by our 
own authority, shall be received and treated. Be- | 
sides all this, we ourselves, by a nearly unani- 
mous vote, have invited him to come here. He 
has responded to that invitation, and is now here. | 
i say, then, that we can pass no less resolution 
@han this. This is not like the cases of Father 
Mathew. Ujhazi,and others. No other individual 
has been brought to our shores under the authori- 
ty of Congress, been made the subject of an Ex- 
ecutive communication to Congress, or been in- 
vited here by joint resolution of both Houses. 
The circumstances of the case are different, and 
therefore our action should be different also. I 
submit further, that it is better to let the naked 


question go to the country than to qualify it. 1 || 


have voted against all amendments and qualifica- 

tions, because I will not have an issue raised be- 

fore the country independent of the question of 

courtesy. If we adopt any qualification, we raise | 
an issue; on that issue we shall have to go to the | 
country, and it will besaid by the people and the | 
press throughout the land that the House of Repre- 
sentatives has as good as said, that should there | 
be another contest between Austria and Hungary, 

Russia may iaterfere as much as she likes, with 

our consent. The adoption of a qualification of 
any kind.means something. You cannot add 

anything that is unnecessary and out of place 

without meaning something, and that is the trans- 

lation that the country wil give toit. Now, I 

say that it is not wise for us to make such an 

issue. It is better for the peace, quiet, and har- 

mony of the whole country that we should passa 

simple resolution, 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARRERE. Coming as I do from a State | 
which is said to be favorable to this resolution, 
and intending to vote against it, it is right and pro- | 
per that I should give some of the reasons why I 
take that course. It is but proper that the friends 
of the resolution should give us the reasons why 
it should be passed, and I have had some anxiety to 
ascertain why it should be passed. One gentle- 
man tells us that it is a mere matter of courtesy; 
another, that it is a tribute to the great principles 
of republicanism and natioyal independence; a 
third, that it is to mdorse Kossuth’s views of in- 
tervention; and a fourth tells us that it is because 
the executive officers of this Government have 
not acted towards M. Kossuth with becoming de- 
ference. As to the matter of courtesy, if any 
blame attaches to the manner of his reception in 


Washington, it attaches to the Senate’s commit- | 


tee, who received him; and not to the executive 

officers of the Government, or the minority in 

this House. The President of the United States 

and the heads of several executive departments, 

have received and treated him with marked atten- 

tion and respect. Ido not think that this pro- 

ceeding can be properly looked on in that light. 

Gentlemen may get up here as much as they like, 

and say that they do not mean this or that; but the 

construction that the eountry, our people at home, | 
and the world, would put upon this resolution will ; 
be that we indorse this man’s doctrines. 


HE 





Now, what principle does he represent? If he 
represents in te United States any principle at 
all, itis the principle of intervention for the sake 
of non-intervention, and further, one which has 
not been remarked upon in this House, but 
which I think more objectionable than any other, 
and that is, that we shall acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of Hungary—a nation that is not now 
in existence; and, also, that we shall acknowledge 
him as Governor of Hungary, when he voluntarily 

| resigned his office to a man whom his friends and 
admirers in this House charge with being a trai- 
tor to Hungary. If this man comes here as the 
representative of any great principle at all, it is of 
that. Are we to suppose that he preaches one set 
of doctrines, when he intends to represent another ? 
Look at his speeches; if the 
and doctrines which he legate our people to un- 
derstand he came here to represent, then he is the 
representative of the doctrine of intervention for 

| the sake of non-intervention. I do not blame 
Kossuth. I undertake to say that I feel as much 
sympathy for him, and admiration for his talents, 
for his genius, and for the efforts he made in be- 
half of his oppressed country, as any man in this 
House. 1 undertake to say, that no man here 
feels more for downtrodden humanity, wherever 
found, than I do. The gentlemen who represent 
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contain the views | 


the opponents of this resolution as the apologists | 
of Haynau, or any other tyrant, show little under- | 


standing of the intelligence of the American people. | 


Iam not to be swerved from my course, because | 


o.« : ~ > ? ; 
the great cities are in favor of this man’s doctrine; 


for I take upon myself to say, that the people of | 


the great cities are not so sound upon the political 


questions of the day, as are the yeomanry of the | 


country. We are asked whether we are afraid 


1 - . 
that Kossuth wants to lead the American people | 
away from Washington, and the policy of Wash- | 


ington. For one, | am not afraid. [ do not fear 
that the American people would be led away from 
the sacred policy of the country, even though the 
American Congress should prove recreant to its 
duty, and vote for all of Kossuth’s propositions; 
| for I have no fears that any foreigner, however 
distinguished, whether a whiskered Pandour, ora 
fierce Hussar, or any other character, can lead the 
popular mind of this great country away from its 


allegiance to its long cherished and settled policy. | 
| The hearts of the American people are still fixed 


| with pride and exultation upon Washington and 
his policy. 

Whilst, therefore, I am willing to extend to 
| Kossuth the hand of friendshipy whilst I am 
willing to do all in my power for downtrodden 
humanity, | am not willing that the American 


Congress shall commit itself to the approbation ofa || 


set of dectrines which in my epinion are destruct- | 
ive of the maxims, views, and principles laid | 


down by the great founders of our Republic. 
{Here the hammer fell. ] 
The question was then taken on Mr. Wasu- 
BURN’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
| not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I offer the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the original resolution: 


And that the Government and people of the United 
States sympathize with the people of Hungary in their 
struggle for liberty. 


The CHAIRMAN, The amendment is not 
strictly in order. The original resolution has ne 
reference to Hungary, but to Louis Kossuth. 


Mr. FICKLIN called for the reading of the | 


resolution. 
The resolution was read. 
The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the 


| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranton] is in order | 


as an amendment to the substitute of the gentle- 
| man from North Carolina, [Mr. Venas.e.]} 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Being a friend to 
the original resolution, I had not intended to oc- 
cupy the time of the committee in discussing it, 
and I should not have done so had I not differed 
from my colleague, [Mr. Barrere,] for whom I 

| entertain a very high regard. It is the first time 


| I have ever heard it gravely argued that a simple |) 


act of civility—an exercise of the common hospi- 

talities of life, committed a man to the sentiments 
of his guest. This resolution contemplates a sim- 
| ple act of hospitality. Nay, it is not even that, 
The two Houses of Congress have cordially 
welcomed Louis Kossuth to the capital and the 
country. He is now the nation’s invited guest. 
| He stands before it in that position, and it cannot 


j 
} 
| 


| 
| 
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be eseaped. This resolution—copied from zs 

| passed by the Senate almost without Oppositioy . 
merely contemplates the formal mode of a 
and entertaining him. It is as thouch vou . = 
‘o'! YOu said 
| when he reaches your door, ** Walk in, and take; 
seat.’’ That is the whole effect of the resolution, 
But it is argued that the adoption of this >a 
uaa would commit this Congress and the ation 
to sentiments of their guest. Sir, I take it te 
be no such thing. I will not clog this resolution 
with anything that is inconsistent with lhaswiah 
anything that is equivalent to saying that we per. 
form this act of civility reluctantly, grudginely 
and hesitatingly, because that is the same as say. 
ing that Kossuth is an unwelcome guest. . 

Some other things that have taken place in this 
discussion are rather extraordinary|to my mind 
Even though gentlemen are not disposed to inter. 
vene in favor of Hungary or any other country, | 
cannotsee the necessity of avowing it before the tiene 
arrives. The only effect of it ean be to say to the 
despots of Russia and Austria, ‘‘So far as we are 
concerned, you have our approbation, indoyso. 
ment, and permission to go on and trample under 
foot the nations of the European continent,” Por 
one, I will hold out no inducements or encourage. 
ment to the despots of Europe to trample down 
the people there. 

But | will do this: | am prepared to express the 
sympathy of the Government and people of this 
country in the European struggles for liberty, | 
am prepared to interfere with every species of jp- 
tervention short of armed intervention; and whether 
I will resort to armed intervention or not, I will 
decide when the question shall properly arise, | 
will say, however, that I can hardly imagine any 
contingency in which I would vote fora national 
war, for I am opposed to wars of all descriptions; 
but I am certainly opposed to declaring in advance 
and before the occasion calls for it, that we will 
under no circumstances intervene. 

But, sir, as I have already said, that question is 
not now before us. The question before us is 
simply one as to the formality in receiving one 
who is already the nation’s guest. I shall vote for 
this resolution because it is a simple form that has 
been adopted by the other branch of the Govern- 
ment, and I shall vote for it, too, as an additional 
indication of the sympathy which we feel for the 
downtrodden classes of Europe. Sir, I confess 
I have been much surprised that, upon a question 
of this sort, involving no constitutional or political 
principle, @nd which commits the House and the 
nation to no practical action that affects the well- 
fare of the country, revolutionary struggles should 
have been resorted to, and that a minority should 
have placed itself in the attitude of a factious 
endeavor to defeat the passage of the resolution. 
Now, if such a course is to be pursued upon a 
question of this sort—if a minority is to rule this 
body upon an unimportant question, may we not 
expect the same power to be exercised on every 
occasion; and is not the right of the majority to 
govern in this House effectually stricken down? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON. I confess, Mr. Chairman, 
that I am somewhat impatient of this protracted 
| discussion, and I should be entirely satisfied if the 

committee would come at once to a vote upon the 
propositions pending before it. I, for one, have 
not engaged in any scheme, as gentlemen call it, 
to defeat the final action of the committee upon the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Cartter.] I have voted upon every division, 
and therefore the censures, of which gentlemen 
have been so lavish, are not applicable to me. 
The committee seem determined to adopt some one | 
| of the complimentary resolutions under consider- 
ation, and I see no good that can result from mere 
delay; not that I am atall in favor of the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio. On thecontrary, 
I am warmly and decidedly opposed to it, though 
not altogether for the reasons that have been urged 
_ by those who have preceded mein the debate. The 
adoption of this resolution will not necessarily com- 
mit us to intervention in the affairs of Hungary, 
_ though there is a significance in the declarations of 
Kossuth, apd in the remarks of several gentlemen 
' upon this floer, which makes it dangerous to over- 
_ look this objection entirely. Nor do I see, as the 
gentleman from North ‘isalinn {Mr. Sranzy] 
| seems to suppose, that there is any necessary ©on- 
_ nection between the question of slavery and a pub- 
| lic reeeption of Kossuth. And I am sure, I need 
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pm say that my objection to the resolution pro- |! ment by inserting the word ** high”’ in the amend- 
weeds in nodegree from an unwillingness to bestow | mentimmediately before the word ‘* compliment. 

~ on the distinguished Flungarian any civilities Mr. 8. said: As my amendment indicates, I do 
Sich it might become us to offer. I oppose it as not rise for the purpose of discussing the resolu- 
a mere matter of good taste. I do not think it be- | tion nor the many subjects, extraneous as I think, 
comes an American Congress to bestow these hon- || which have been brought in and discussed during 
ors upon any man. I supposed, when Kossuth | the many hours which this committee have been 





arrived upon our shores, that he would receive | in session, but [ rise simply for the purpose of 
those civilities—even those exaggerated honors , saying, with many gentlemen who have spoken 


here, that I think it is due to ourselves that we 
should come to some definite action upon this sub- 
He and they, in their character of private citizens, ject. _ There is much which 1 should like to say, 
siand upon a footing of equality. But, sir, the | both in the way of argument and in reply to the 
people of the United States, in their public, corpo- * many propositions which have been submitted as 


which our people are sometimes so ready to offer. 
To all this there could be no serjous objection. | 


rale, . ° ean: ; 
before any created intelligence. I am unwilling | to many arguments which have been advanced, but 
that the Representatives of thirty-one sovereignties || I repeat that it is not my purpose to do so. I rise 


should dance attendance upon any mortal now || merely for the purpose of saying to those who 
I ob- 


living. 1 object, then, to this resolution. favor the adoption of the resolution, and those 
‘ect to it in substance and in phraseology. I will | who oppose it, Let as, as becomes the represent- 


not consent that a committee of five gentlemen of || atives of thirty-one American States, proceed to | 


this House, representing as it does the sovereignty || definitive action upon this subject, and proceed at 
of thirty-one States, should wait upon—yes, that || once, I hold myself ready to vote for any form 
is the phrase—should **wait upon Louis Kossuth.’? || of words that suits any gentleman or any number 
Jt implies subserviency. It seems to exact the of gentlemen upon this floor, provided those words 
customary service rendered b an inferior to his are respectful in their character, and do not carry 
superior. It is true, that in the view in which I || with them, either expressly or impliedly, a com- 
am presenting this subject, it 1s a mere question || mentary upon the course of Kossuth since he 


of dignity; but in national affairs, questions of || arrived upon our shores. I offer these words | 


dienity are matters of importance. Junius has || for the purpose of pacification. 


Let us meet upon 
well said, ** the feather that adorns the royal bird, || 


some common ground, that is objectionable to 

supports his flight.”’ }| None of us—with which we can all comply—and 
But, sir, is it one of the functions of an American || let us adopt it. jut do not—I ask it of the 
Congress to bestow honors upon men; and is it || friends of the resolution—insist so strenuously 
altogether consistent with the genius of a repub- || upon any particular form of words as to render 
lican government to do so? It seems to me, sir, || our course vbnoxious in the opinion of our oppo- 
to be eminently anti-republican. These things || nents. And I ask of our opponents, that they will 
belong to monarchies, but they are out of place not show themselves so punctilious as to insist 
here. The President Montesquieu understood this || upon incorporating into this resolution—a mere 
principle very well when he said that honor was || matter of hospitality—anything which is offensive. 
the chief spring of monarchical governments. The || Do not say to this distinguished man what you 
framers of our Constitution understood it very || would ‘dislike yourselves to say to any man who 
well, when they denied to Congress the power to || was approaching your domicil—** I am happy to 
crant titlesof nobility. But you seek to confer || meet you and welcome you to my home, but | 
honors—mere honors—when, as it seems to me, || despise your politics, I condemn your religion, and 
the very spirit of our institutions forbids it. But || 1 have buta very slight opinion of your morality’ — 
some gentlemen have said that these honors are || for, sir, Louis Kossuth might well say, From all 
offered to Kossuth as the representative of a great || such compliments as this “good Lord deliver 
principle. Sir, what man can claim to be the rep- || us.” Now, I say—and it is all I rose to say—l 
resentative of agreat principle? Political equality || beseech gentlemen upon both sides of the House 
is of the very essence of our institutions; and no 
man, Whatever may be his advantages of fortune, 


of words—something that is acceptable to all, and 


station, or intellect, can claim to be the represent- || let us adopt it, and put ourselves right before the | 


ative of a principle, which belongs to the whole |) country and before the civilized world. 
community. But, sir, are honors ever bestowed | Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Compliments! 
for other reasons than those now urged by the || the gentleman says. If we do not pass this reso- 
friends of this resolution? It is always to the rep- || lution, unaccompanied with any proviso, Mr. 
resentative of some principle, so to speak, that |} Kossuth may say: ‘‘Good Lord deliver me from 
they are offered, when they are conferred at-all. || such compliments.” 
They are not given to mere flesh and blood, but to || this gentleman, Mr. Kossuth, says that he does 
rank, and wit, and piety, and to literary merit, or || not want your compliments. He has not come 
military genius. These are some of the principles || here to receive eae His mission is of 
represented by those upon whom the favor of the || quite a different character. He has distinctly 
monarch may be lavished. But it is not so with || made it known. He wants you to change the 
us. Our republican theory is, that the agents of || poucy of your Government. This is the issue 
the people are their servants. Office is not de- || he made in New York. The same he presented 
signed to confer personal distinction, but to furnish || again in Philadelphia; and still again repeated in 
occasion for rendering public service. The only || Baltimore. And why should we pay a compliment 
orders they receive, are those they are required to || to any man, who says in advance that he will not 
obey. || thank you for it—that he is for higher and more 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 


monies? Do we, or shall we, maintain our own 
|| self-respect, in tendering compliments under such 
Mr. CLARK. I desire to inquire of the Chair || circumstances? Gentlemen may look upon it as 
what is the precise state of the question? they please, but [ cannot, for myself, consider the 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pending passage of the resolution in any other light than 
is that of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. || an indorsement, to some extent, of the principie 
CuvrcHweELt] to the original resolution. | which he advocates. Any unusual mark of esteem 
Mr. CLARK. I suppose it will be in order for || to any man engaged in any great work or enter- 
me to offer an amendment to the amendment. || prise, it seems to me, cannot be looked upon but 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order. || as expressing, in some degree, an approbation of 
Mr. CLARK. On examining the pending || the cause advocated by the recipient of such dis- 
amendment 1 find that my amendment will not be | tinguished tokens of respect. 
in order as an amendment to the amendment. I 
suppose, however, it will be in order to offer it as | _ I did not 
an amendment to the original resolution. \| rise to discuss that now. My object is to repel 
The CHAIRMAN. lt will not be in order. || the charge that the minority in their action against 
One amendment is already pending, and no amend- || the ane? in this matter are pursuing a factious 
ment is in order except as an amendment to that || course. I belong to that minority; and | am pre- 
amendment. ‘| pared to defend their course against any such 
Mr.CLARK. Then I desire to give notice | charge either in this Hall or out of it. We stand 
that I will offer an amendment to the resolution as || upon the right. And in this position I intend, as 
soon as I shall have an opportunity. one of them, to stand in perfect defiance of both 
Mr. STUART. 1 move to amend the amend- }| in-door and out-door clamor. If there be a fac- 


| 


tion and the propriety of-its passage. 
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sovereign capacities, ought not to bow down | amendments to this resolution, and also in reply | 


' to stop this debate; let us agree upon some form | 


Now, sir, I understand that | 


|| substantial things than empty, unmeaning cere- | 


But this, sir, goes to the merits of the resolu- | 
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tion here, it is the majority, who are endeavori"g 
to carry their views in open violation of the rule* 
of this House. I stand by these rules, and 15 
standing by them, I stand by law and order 
Who is it that is disorganizing this body? How 
was this resolution brought in here, and how is it 
attempted to be passed through? Stand up, gen- 
tlemen, and defend yourselves if youcan. If not, 
cease to talk about faction. How did this reselu- 
| tion get here? Last Monday a week, when it was 
perfectly in order, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Carrrer] moved to suspend the rules, that he 
might be enabled to offer it. It required two 
thirds of the House to suspend the rules. There 
were less than two thirds who voted for his mo- 
} tion. That niethod failing, he came into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
offered it here, contrary to all usage, precedent, and 
parliamentary law, as well as in direct violation 
| of two express rules of this House. Never be- 
fore was it proposed, in any parliamentary body 
that 1 ever heard of, that the Committee of the 
| Whole, who are only empowered to act upon 
such matters as are referred to them by the House, 
could originate and bring forth matter that had not 
been so referred. Yet the gentleman did this, and 
the majority sustained him in it by simple numeri- 
cal force in Overruling the decision of the Chair 
But this is not all, sir. The 17th rule of this 
House, which I hold in my hand, expressly de- 
clares that ‘* No person, except members of the 
Senate, their Secretary, Heads of Departments,’’ 
| &e., &e., ** shall be admitted into the Hall of the 
| House of Representatives, ”’ 

This is one of the standing rules of this House» 
and the 136th rule also declares, that ** no etand- 
ing rule of, or order of the House, shall be re- 

‘sceinded or changed without one day’s notice 
thereof.’’ No such notice was given or pretends d 
to be given, and yet the efforts of the majority are 
to carry this measure by trampling these rules 
under their feet. ‘They attempted to carry their 

| object by overriding the rules of their organiza- 

'} tion. Who then are the disorganizers? They 

| desire to have a committee appointed to intro- 
duce into this Hall Louis Kossuth, and this can- 
not be done but by ** rescinding,”’ or ** changing,” 
or violating the 136th rule. Their object is to vio- 
late that rule, and to do this by numerical strength 
and the clamor of faction, which clamor is usually 
resorted to by those who are claiming the exercise 
of illegal and unjust powers. 

Now, sir, I say that these rules, made and 
| adopted in pursuance of the Constitution, for the 
|| government of the proceedings of the House, are 
| the law of the House. And who are greater dis- 

organizers than those who strike at the very 
|| foundation of their own organization ? 


The gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mirisen,)} to whose 
speech I listened in the main with a good deal of 
pleasure, dropt one word, or uttered one sentiment 
that I cannot let pass, and which I regretted to 
hear him express. He said while he was opposed 
to the passage of the resolution, yet finding that 
it was the manifest wish of the majority that it 

| should pass, that he felt inclined to acquiesce, 
Now, sir, I will at all times defer to the will of the 
majority, when legally and constitutionally ex- 
pressed, but never will I yield to the dictation of 
& majority, who attempt to force upon me any 
measure in violation of law. Some gentlemen 
talk as if a majority had the right to have their 
way upon all questions, and that it was a duty to 
rieid to the known will of the majority. Sir, 
aw the doctrine tole calo, and I will oppose , 
the will of a majority on this floor, and every- 
where, when that will does not conform to law, as 

| unyieldingly as 1 would oppose any other outrage 
upon my rights. ' 

Sir, I war against usurpation, let it be begun by 

many or few, by a majority of this House, or by 

'one man. What is usurpation, Mr. Chairman ? 
It is the exercise of powers that do not belong to 
those who claim the right to enforce them, wheth- 
er it be by many or a few—whether it be by a 
majority of this House or one man—there is no 

| difference. And I shall war against the attempted 
usurpation of the majority here this day, with the 
same spirit that | would war against the usurpa- 
| tion of Louis Napoleon, if I were in France; and 
the craven heart that would basely yield to your 
illegal declaration, barely because you are in the 
| majority, would be a fit subject to bow his neck 

| to Kis imperial edicts! And J will resist you as 
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quick as I would him. I would as soon have one 
master as many. | tell gentlemen, then, plainly, 
that they may ay factious opposition as loud and 
as long as they please. For one, I intend to stand 
by the rights of the minority in this House under 
the rules. I should feel that I was an unfit repre- 
sentative of the rights of a free people, if I should 
on this occasion prove recreant in the defence of 
my own. This is the position I occupy, and I 
shall hold it, and maintain it, if I can get a little 
band to stand by me, much longer than Louis 
Kossuth ever defended the liberties ‘‘of his father- 
land.’’ You shall never pass this resolution in 
this way, if I can prevent it. 

When this resolution was first brought forward 
on Monday week last, I gave a silent vote in my 
seat against the suspension of the rules to allow 
its introduction. If two thirds had voted for it I 
should simply have recorded my vote against it. 
lL should not have attempted to thwart the will of 
the majority properly and legally expressed. But 
I shall not be run over in this way, nor will I sit 
by and see the rules thus trampled upon for any 
purpose, If gentleman wish to carry this resolu- 
tion, which they say there are two to one for, let 
them cease their present efforts to force the House 
in this irregular way. Let them bring forward 
their motion next Monday to suspend the rules, 
to allow it to be properly considered. If they 
have two to one they can easily pass it. . I shall 
offer no further obstacle than my vote and my 
reasons, and if there are not two thirds for it they 
wilk-have to do as all others do who fail to succeed 
in their wishes in bringing forward measures here: 
they will have to submit to the will of the House 
when properly and fairly expressed under the 
rules. If they attempt again to force the measure 
by numbers alone, or by physical indecorum, 
they will then see the same unyielding defence of 
the rights of the minority on this floor. I feel 
that I and the minority hold the right in this issue. 
No one on this floor can or has pretended to an- 
swer the argument; and holding this position, I 
shall continue to hold it and maintain it; I shall 
never surrender it. Upon that you may depend. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was lost. 

Mr. WALSH moved the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

And that the Speaker, in the name of the members of 
this House, then assure him of their deep gratitude for his 
signal services in the cause of freedom, and their high re- 
spect for his exalted character and genius. 

Mr. W. said: I have but very few words to say 
in support of this amendment. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] said that this House 
was putting a mark upon this age. It is, and I 
am afraid it is going to be a bad mark; I am afraid 
it is going to be one in reference to which we can 
utter the ejaculation of **God save the mark!”’ 
I therefore want to relieve myself from all con- 
nection with it. Sir, we have fallen upon strange 
things and strange times. But a short period has 
elapsed since this distinguished leader, with his 
associates, were driven from their country, and 
sought refuge within the limits of Turkey. Chris- 


i : : ; 
_of our votes upon this subject; what translation 


nee 





do we give to the President of France? Gentle- 


| men will recollect that the President of France op- 


posed his coming into that country, and we follow 
in his footsteps and say that he shall not come 
into the Capitol. When the record of this pro- 


| ceeding gets to Europe, what will the friends of 


tendom then turned her back upon her own cham- | 


ion. 
we energies of nature, and to borrow its light from 
the Sun of Righteousness. You transferred these 
people then to your own country, and they were 
received upon your shores with a shout of welcome 
such as is not often heard within the limits of the 
Republic, prone as that heart is to generous im- 
pulses. Maid and matron joined the holy cause; 


: and ministering angels, around your domestic al- || 


tars, left the scenes of their devoted life, and came 


forth to bless and hallow the festival of freedom. | 


The Crescent seemed for a time to assume | 


‘ 


The sons of toil, with the sweat of their brow | 
turned into gold, came with their offering to his | 


cause. Men, who are accustomed to instruct the 
wise and hold together the masses, stood con- 


founded by his wisdom, and fascinated by the | 


mecromancy of his voice. And where is this dis- 


tinguished individual to receive, for the first time, | 


the cold shoulder? It is in the councils of the 
American nation! not in the aristocratic Senate— 
so called—but from the offspring of the masses, so 
that your future history will read, that of all the 
pean of this great nation, none refused to give 
iim hospitality except those who asked him to 
come and get it, 

I have but little more to say upon this subject, 


but | ask gentiemen what translation we can give 





liberty think of it? 1 have not time to look into 
the matter now, or to express my views in connec- 
tion with it; but let us look at the effect upon our 
people. When the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayty] said the other day that there were not 
twenty men in this House who were in favor of 
intervention, the words were scarcely out of his 
mouth when the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dis- 
NEY,] almost the head of his party—a man who 
was a prominent candidate for the Speakership in 
the Democratic caucus, and standing in the posi- 
tion he does, whose words are almost the organ 
of the Democratic party, what does he tell you? 
He says, never trifle with the people. This man 
is at your door, and if you do not receive him, if 
you turn him away from your door, recollect the 
people will take the matter into their own hands.* 
Mr. NEWTON. I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of explaining or translating the votes I have 
been giving, and expect to give, upon the resolu- 
tion. They need no explanation, no transla- 
tion. My object is to offer some considerations to 
the committee in favor of the passage of the reso- 
lution. ‘The resolution is a simple proposition to 
introduce Louis Kossuth, the representative of a 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


mility, and degradation, and fou 


Jan, 2 


with your relations, or disturbing our repose? 
- Se! 


No; his skill and bravery in contending y; 

more powerful foe, and still more aahaeetar a 
truder, for the elevation of his country att - 
the eye and ear of this nation, and his blot 
country guided the nation’s ship, with the nation’s 


resolve, across the ocean, to his incarceration he 
. » Oe 
nd him shut y, 


| and shut out from the world, because kines and 
> it 


tread the free earth. 


| will you refuse him, vilify him, slander him, 9, 
9 alt 


| nation whose elevation we devoutly wished, and | 


in whose depression we sincerely sympathize, to 
the Hall of the House of Representatives of the 
American nation—the most free, liberal, enlight- 
ened and powerful nation on earth; one whose 
free institutions and laws are the wonder and ad- 
miration of the whole civilized world; for whose 
model the masses of all enlightened nations strive. 
There is no loug trail of committals, either ex- 
press or implied. It is a sentiment of itself, and 
for itself—a sentiment we inspired, kindled, and 
kept alive, and permitted to spread over the land, 
until it would be suicidal to our honor to repel and 
reject it. Is this resolution and its effects a mere 


| offer to see the naked walls of your Capitol, and | 


view coldly and ceremoniously the nation in its 
Representatives, there congregated? No, no! ver- 
ily, no! It is an introduction to the nation, in all 
her honor, her glory, and her pride. Itis an in- 
troduction of the Hungarian nation to the Ameri- 
can nation in her full majesty and strength. It is 
a free-will offering of the American nation in her 
prosperity, to the Hungarian nation in her adver- 
sity. Itisacomplimént rarely bestowed, but never 
more richly deserved. It is a relation we sought, 
and cannot, in honor, coldly repel and cast off. 
How should it be bestowed? Not grudgingly and 
provisionally; not with exclusions of conclusions; 
not timidly and fearfully; not in a controversial 


spirit, grumbling and murmuring; butas freemen, | 


proud and able to bestow upon one proud and de- 
serving to receive. 


Does he come uninvited and | 


| unsought, seeking an introduction, or interfering | 








*BaLTimoRgE, January 3, 1852. 


Dear Sin: There are some errors in the report of my | 


remarks, in your paper of this date, which I ask the favor 
of you to correct by che publication of this note. 

I referred to the services done by the Government of Tur- 
key to Kossuth and his associates, and in that connection 
said: ** That in this matter the Crescent appeared to adapt 
itself to the analogies of nature, and to receive its light 
from the blessed Sun of Righteousness. ”’ 
admit, is imperfect; but it conveys the meaning. The terms 
used by your excellent Reporter, ‘“* The energies of nature,”’ 
do not bring about that result. I should have said, that in 
this matter the Crescent appeared to be governed by a rule 
analogous to that prevailing in the natural world, and to 
derive its light, &c. 

I said that Mr. Disney himself (not his words) might be 


considered, looking to his relations to the Democratic party, || tleman who chose to express his sentiments upon 


_ this subject has had an opportunity. 


as in some measure an organ of its views. 

{ did not say that this gentleman told the House not to 
trifle with the people. I referred to his avowal, of concur- 
rence in the views of Kossuth, and relied upon it as an ad- 
ditional reason why the House should do justice to that 
exalted person. That if it did not, there were thousands 
of citizens whose sympathies would carry them to the path 
laid out by the eloquent gentleman from Ohio. I was in 


|| this course of remark when the rule stopped me. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
T. YATES WALSH, 
Joux C. Rives, Bsq. 


This language, I | 


, and crowning wish of his humble prayer ram; 


kingdoms feared him. And what did you do wi 
him? ‘To use his own eloquent sentimen; 
raised him from the dead, and warmed ao 
life, and permitted him to breathe the free ale, 
hale free principles, express free sentiments a 


You have done more: you have invited him in; 
your palace; and, when he knocks at your die 
shut the door against him? Who asks anew to | : 
him in? At least two thirds of the nation. And oa 
you repel their earnest wish and desire, and tijy) 
them off with scorn and contempt. T ask you t 
pause and obey the expressed will and desire of 
the nation, that reached him in his solitude ‘d 
safety, and the reiterated voice of the coun 
and not crucify him afresh, in the house of hi, 
friends. Has he feelings? If so, respect them 
Has the nation feeling? If so, respect that. But 
be careful how you repel this warm, this cep. 
erous, and eloquent heart, that swells with the love 
of liberty and patriotism, and let loose the ultima 


and 
try, 


le 
‘ . pant 
over the country. The importance of its passage 
is vastly increased by its introduction and discus. 
sion. Here we are, a house arrayed agains, 
itself. To one room he is invited and welcomed 
and from the other he is shut out and refused ay 
entrance, and by itis degraded in his own estima. 
tion, and that of his country and the world. 


| What! have you brought him here, and held him 
_up to the gaze of the world to humble and degrade 


| him anew? 


If you refuse him this common civil- 
ity and turn him from this Hall, and not permit 
him to see the promised land, you turn him over 


| to the common arbiter of all from _principles—the 


| People. 


| give impetus to the car? 


| four corners of the earth. 


And they will ride with him upon the 
wings of the wind, and spread his prayer to the 
Do you not loose the 
reins every hour you withhold your assent, and 
Soon you cannot chain, 


nor guide it. Retract—yield to the voice of the 


| nation, once and again expressed. Yield to the 


voice of your honor knocking at your dour. My 
friend from Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] seems to 
stand upon technicalities, with great tenacity. 
3ut does not that gentleman know that the inter- 


oe of these rules is a matter which the 


Louse must determjne for itself? 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
tleman allow me for a moment? 


Will the gen- 


When the rules 


| of the House have been adopted, they are the law 


of the House, and can only be altered or changed 
through the regular mode. 

Mr. NEWTON. So I understand. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Very well; that cannot be 
done without giving one day’s notice. 

Mr. NEWTON. True. But the application 


| of this rule to the subject under consideration, is 


a matter of opinion for the House to determine. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment vy adding the following, viz: 


In the same manner as General Lafayette was intro- 
duced to the House of Representatives. 


Mr. C. Mr. Chairman, I have kept my seat 


| here for two days in silence, while this interesting 


topic has been under discussion. I have been 


| moved with no ambition to break that silence; but, 
_ sir, the door has been open wide, and every ge0- 


I take this 
occasion to say, that a large portion of the people 
whom I have the honor to represent here, have, 
within a few years, emerged from the same condl- 
tion of depression and wretchedness which attends 
the oe of Hungary, who are now the focus 
of all the world; and that condition draws upo® 
them not only the observation, but the solicitude 
and sympathy of the world. But, sir, were I 
keep utter silence, those whom I represent, 3 
least that portion of my constituents to whom | 
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have alluded, might think I was recreant to the 
cause Which they hold dear. They might suppose 
| did not treat their sentiments and feelings with 
roper respect. I am moved, therefore, to utter a 
few sentiments upon this resolution, and I regret 
to see that the question has taken somewhat of a 


ceivin 
If he does I think he is mistaken. 

The compromise measures of last session have 
also been referred to. Sir, I do not desire to disturb 
those measures, now that they have been adopted; 
geographical character. Now, sir, I think this | not because! approve of all the orinciples embraced 
condition of things is to be deprecated. I come in those measures—for some I do not approve—but 
from the latitude of 420 30’, and had I sufficient || because they were passed and adopted as a com- 
standing and influence here to make myself a peace- || promise; and | assure my friend from North Car- 
maker, | should hope that the little I may have to 
say would not be without influence, and that the 
humble senuments I express would not fall to the 
sround without any effect whatever. 
*'[ can say to my brethren from the South, that 
they need have no fear of me. There are circles 
at home, limited, it is true, in which I am regarded 


the spirit of those measures; but at the same time 


of the representatives of a free State with a free 


0 name may be obnoxious to some,) to connect that 
as sufficiently a Southern man; and if this be suffi- | with this matter, to interfere with or prevent my 
cient to regard me a constitutional man, I glory in | expression of avaeen? for the oppressed and the 
the estimate put upon me where I live. But, Mr. || great principles of human freedom, of which Louis 
Chairman, to return to the resolution itself:it seems || Kossuth in the Old World has been the exponent, 
to me thatthose gentlemen who have opposed this | 
resolution have opposed it without cause. I <p 
with great respect of those who have oppose the , : 
resolution. I refer to the gentleman from Geur- | dent’s message. The voice of this nation 
gia, (Mr. Srernens,] from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar-| spoken. You have invited Kossuth to your doors, 
suatt,] and the gentleman from North Carolina, |; Will you invite a guest to your table, and not set 


ple of the nation, and assented to by their appro- 


(Mr. Sran.y;] and I can say most heartily that || him achair? Is that the courtesy we are to extend | 


anything that should fall from the lips of those 
gentlemen would be entitled to great consideration | 
from me. But, Mr. Chairman, are not their con- || 
clusions badly drawn frem the proposition? They || 
seem to suppose that if this proposition passes it 
is an indorsement of the doctrines which have been 
so zealously and pointedly set forth by the distin- | 
guished Hungarian. 

Mr. Chairman, I think these conclusions are 
unwarranted. It has often been said that the only 
purpose of this resolution is a mere compliment to 
the distinguished hero of Hungary. 

(Here the Chairman’s hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLARK. I must say I am taken by sur- || ! 
prise. fore from taking any part in this discussion, with 

Mr.BELL. I had no desire to take up the time || the hope that the majority of this House would suc- 
of the committee by remarks upon this subject; || ceed in securing that final action upon the original 
bat as it has become fashionable for every member || proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, |Mr. 
to either offer or oppose some amendment, for the || Carrrer,] which appeared to meet with the wishes 
purpose of submitting his views upon the matter || and approbation of a majority of this body; but, 
at issue, I rise to protest, to some extent, against || sir, as that seems to be impossible, and as the op- 
what I understood to be given as the opinion and || portunity is now afforded for all to express their 
feelings of the free and independent citizens of || ! 
Ohio, by one of my colleagues. I refer, Mr. || myself of it. — ; 
Chairman, to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Dis- |, 1 was surprised that there should be any differ- 
wey,] who spoke on a former day, under the half 
hour rule. When he was inquired of to know || that resolution. It seemed to me, that it should 
how far we may go with propriety, as a nation, || have met at once the unamimous approbation of 
upon the subject of intervention, he was not, if I |) every member of this House; that it was but the 
understood him, free to say, that he was in favor || natural consequence of what we had already done; 
of the policy which we have recognized since our 
national existence—that policy of non-interven- 
tion, recommended to us by the Father of our coun- 


to him? I hope not. 
[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 


offered by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Crank} 


see, and it was rejected. 
Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. 


| mau I offer the following amendment to the amend- 
ment, viz: 


That in the opinion of this House the armed intervention 


public law of the world, and a war upon the rights of na- 
uons. 


,act of courtesy, merely decent behavior, upon 
our part, in consideration of what had previously 
try, and practised by all the Presidents of this | been done. Why, sir, who intervened to prevent 
Republic, from that day to this. || the surrender of this illustrious stranger to the 
The correctness of the policy of non-intervention | power of Austria? Who intervened to secure his 
with the governments of Europe, is imbodied deep || liberation? Who brought him here? Upon whose 
in the hearts and affections of the people of Ohio. || invitation is he here? And now that he is knock- 
l undertake, Mr. Chairman, as one of the repre- || ing at our doors, shall we throw them open, or 
sentatives from that State to say, that the people || close them in his face? It is, to be sure, sir, an 
of Ohio have no desire to change that policy. || expression of opinion in favor of the Hungarian 
But, while I am free to declare their true adherence || revolution. I regard it as such. 
to the former and present wise policy of our Gov- |} It has been weil said, by one of the most gifted 
ernment, on the subject of foreign intervention, || orators of this country, ‘‘ that, although the 
I do not believe that the people of Ohio, or of any || ‘ whirlwind has its power, and the lightning its 
considerable proportion of our common country, || ‘ power, and the earthquake its power, = public 
wish by the action of this House, to proclaim to || ‘ opinion is stronger and mightier than them all.”’ 
all nations of the world, that they may exercise 
the iron rule of tyranny against those who are 
struggling to be free as we are, and there shall be 
hoarm to interfere or succor the oppressed. I 
had prepared, and would have offered, had it been 
in order under this proposition, an amendment to 
the original resolution, providing that nothing-in 
the aforesaid resolution should be considered as || fully maintain their independence, I fervently 
committing this Government in favor of, or against || hope—for, although the head of Emmet has rolled 
foreign intervention. That is the ground upon 
which we should stand. 








| this country in behalf of free institutions and pop 
| ular rights, which is now operating, and shaping, 
| and moulding public opinion abroad. That the 


| ily believe; and that [taly and Germany, Poland 





Stanty,] in his ingenious manner, refer to other 
subjects, which I hope will not be connected with 


to strike, there is hope for their deliverance. 
this resolution or debate. Does he suppose his 





support of this measure by such a course? I ask 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Stawty] 
if he expects to drive these men from the support 
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of this resolution by the shallow pretext of its re- || 
support from some of the Abolitionists? | 


olina (Mr. Stanty] | intend for one to live up to | 
I pledge him and his associates further, being one | 


constitution, that I will not permit the enemies of | 
the abolition cause, here or elsewhere, (because the | 


and the man whom we have welcomed to the peo- | 


bation of the sentiments contained in the Presi- | 
has | 


The question was then taken on the amendment 


to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- | 


Mr. Chair- | 


of one Power in the affairs of another, isa violation of the | 


Mr. F. Mr. Chairman, I have forborne hereto- | 


opinions and views upon this question, I avail | 
1 ’ 


'ence of opinion with regard to the propriety of | 


| that it was simply, as has already been stated, an | 


{ And it isto a very greatextent the public opinion of | 


| uprising will come which is now predicted, I ver- | 


| and Hungary, and even Ireland, will yet success- 


| from the block; although O’Brien, and Mitchell, 

| and O’Meagher, have been doomed to transporta- 
I heard my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. | tion, yet the spirit of liberty is still there, and as 
| long as there remains a heart to throb, or a hand 


The spirit of liberty has been well compared to | 
friends from the South can be driven from their || volcanic fires, which cannot be quenched, and 
which, though mountains may press it down, and | 
oceans overwhelm it, will sooner or later burst | 


forth and flame up to heaven. I trust the time || the duty of this Government to interpose against 


enna 


will come quickly when all these oppressed na- 
tions may successfully wage war upon their op- 
pressors, and when the chains which have been 
forged for them will be burst asunder, and break 
the heads of their oppressors—when men will be 
free to act as God has made them free to think. | 
believe that time is coming; but whether it be the 
policy for this country now, forcibly to interfere, 
18 A Very grave proposiuon, and one which I very 
much question. 

At home, on our own soil, in our own defence, 
|| we can resist the world. The experiment of a 
foreign war, on a foreign soil, requires sober con- 
sideration. Our mission is one of peace—our set- 
tled policy has been * friendly relations with all, 
entangling alliances with none.”’ It is true, we 
live in an extraordinary age. Ancient usages and 
established policy are yielding to the foree of new 
opinions, Our position, too, is marked and pecu- 
liar, We are the free State among the nations. 
Our history, mixed population, and commercial 
relations make us interested observers of what is 
transpiring in Europe; and while we are watching 
the effect of our opmions and our example upon 
the continental Powers, is it not proper for us to 
|| declare ourselves in favor of pepular rights and 
|| constitutional liberty ? 





It becomes us as a nation 
to assert that we are in favor of our own institu- 
tions, and that we recognize the right of every 
people to frame and adopt their own form of ov 
ernment, and that we regard any foreign interfer- 
ence as an infraction of the law of nations, and at 
war with the rights of humanity. 

Mr. MANN. Ido not rise, Mr. Chairman, to 
utter any warm or passionate words. I wish only 
to bring the committee to a calm consideration of 

| the cireumstances in which we have placed our- 
selves. The relation in which we stand to Gov- 
ernor Kossuth, was not sought by himself but by 

This Government took the initiative. The 

|| Secretary of State, by command of the President, 


}} Us. 


|| first addressed a communication to our Minister at 

Constantinople, in behalf of this fugitive from 
| Austrian oppression. This step was followed by 
| the action of the Government, tendering the ser- 

vices of a national vessel to bring him to our 

shores. He accepted the offer, placed himself 
under the protection of the American flag, and 
from that time was the nation’s guest. The Pres- 
ident, in his last annual message, referred to the 
subject anew, spoke complacently of what had 
been done, and commended the subject of further 
demonstrations in behalf of this victim flying from 
oppression, to the consideration of Congress. In 
both Houses, Congress acted promptly upon the 
subject. A joint resolution was passed, extend- 
ing to him a ‘** welcome,’’—a sincere one, as was 
believed,—and this resolution was signed by the 
| President, and officially communicated to Gover- 
nor Kossuth. He accepted our salutation, and, as 
in duty bound, has come here to make fitting ac- 
knowledgments. And here we all know he is. 

He waits only to have the etiquette of his intro- 
duction arranged. The Président has received 

him. The Senate has fixed upon the day for a 

formal reception. But the House demurs. “While 

he stands at our door, we compel him to overhear 
| a wrangle within the House, whether he shall be 

received in pursuance of the invitation given, or 
|| driven rudely away. 

And why this revocation of our ** weleome,’’ 
and this breach of decorum? So far as I have 
heard, for no reason except that he is understood 
| to entertain some notions in regard to a breach 
of the ‘‘law of nature and of nature’s God"’ re- 

specting the intervention of one nation in the 
affairs of another to put down its liberties. He 
says that when a people has broken loose from 
the oppressor, a third party ought not to come in 
| and bind the chains anew. But in the first place, 
| is this sentiment so flagitious that we cannot bear 
| to hear it? and, in the second place, where has it 
| been uttered? He has advanced it only in circles 
| of his friends where he has been invited to speak. 

He has, as yet, made no request of the Govern- 
| ment of the United *States to act upon this princi- 
| ple. When he makes such a request of us, it will 

be time enough to refuse him. Nay,I go further, 
and say, if we fear that he will make such a re- 
| quest of the responsible head of this Government, 
and we are unwilling to érust that head to answer 
it, let us instruct the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to bring in a resolution defining or denying 











































































































~ 


aa : : , 7 2G ; : 
the tyrant and in behalf of the tyrannized. That | privilege, I can bring to your attention the ques- 


is the only legitimate method of treating the case. 
All else seems premature, irrelevant and insulting. 
Nothing can be more grateful to his enemies and 
the enemies of liberty in Europe, than to see him 
rebuffed by the American House of Representa- 
tives. After having first invited this distinguished 
exile to come to us from abroad, and then wel- 


comed him when he landed upon our shores, I | 
hold that it would be disreputable to ourselves, | 


and wounding to the spirit of freedom everywhere, 
now to refuse to take him by the hand and give 
hun free access to our House. I trust the coun- 


try will analyze the votes, and place the responsi- | 


bility of the opposition where it belongs. 
The question was then taken upon the amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


{Mr. Futter] to the amendment; and it was re- 
jected, 

Mr. TAYLOR offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


No change is contemplated in our uniform course of | 


policy, in conducting our foreign relations. 


Mr. POLK. I rise to a question of order. I 
wish to know, having no special knowledge of the 
operation of the rules of this House, whether a 
principle can be ingrafted upon a simple resolution 
of courtesy? ‘The resolution of the gentleman from 
Ohio, if | understand it, was to appoint a com- 
mittee to wait upon Louis Kossuth, and invite him 
upon this floor. Can gentlemen offer amendments 


involving the great principle of intervention or | 
non-intervention, upon the part of this Republic? 


I want to know the legitimacy of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee cannot argue the point. 

Mr. POLK. 
gest a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. p 
nessee [Mr. Po.tk] makes a point of order upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Taycor] to theamendmentof the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Cuurcuweti.] The original 


resolution offered by the gentleman from Olno | 
preneons to appoint a || 
ouis Kossuth into the | 


[Mr. Carrrer] is one 
committee to introduce 


House of Representatives. The amendment of- 


fered by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Tayxor] | 


proposes to declare what we intend by that invi- 
tation. It is considered by the Chair, that the 


° ° AR - 
amendment is in order, as it is a further declara- | 


tion or explanation of what the House intends to 
do or not to do, and the Chair believes it to be per- 
tinent, and therefore in order. 

Mr. POLK. I wished to submit my case, so 
that I might niake an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. POLK. I do appeal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask a single 
question—if after you send a matter to a com- 
mittee, the only way in which you can attach any- 


thing to it is not by instructions to that committee? | 


Mr. POLK. Is the appeal debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is debatable 
within the five-minute rule. 

Mr. POLK. I do not desire to occupy five 
minutes; but wish to call the attention of the 
House to this question: If members are permit- 
ted upon this floor to offer amendments and dis- 
cuss them for five minutes, when are we to termi- 
nate? It will be interminable. Then, sir, if the 


decision of the Chair is sustained, I can offer an | 


amendment to make temperance—as my friend 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarspon,]} a few days ago, 


did—to make temperance the ruling order and con- | 


trol of this House. 


I can go fur- 
ther: I can 


ment declaring 


Laughter. | 


introduce an amen 


that this Government will not longer entertain dip- | 


lomatic intercourse with the Emperor of Austria. 
lean go further: 1 can declare upon an amend- 
ment to this resolution, that we will cease diplo- 


matic intercourse with every Government upon | 


the continent of Europe. Js that legitimate? Sir, 
can I go to that extent? Can I declare upon this 
resolution that we will maintain relations of friend- 


ship and amity and of commercial intercourse | 
But | 


with Great Britain? No, sir; you will say. 
if I cannot do so, can you decide that the declara- 


tion of intervention in the affairs of Europe can | 


be considered here unger the head of a proposi- 
tion merely inviting a distinguished foreigner to 
take a position upon this floor. Why, sir, if you 
give me such a liberty, if you give me sath a 


I will not argue it; I merely sug- }; 


The gentleman from Ten- | 


| 
j 


| tion of the Prometheus, the Thrasher case, and 
introduce upon this platform the case of the poor 
, Cuban invaders. Where is it to stop? When- 
| ever the chairman of this committee will mark 
out the boundary, and fix a place to stop, I am 
| willing to. obey his mandates. But when he con- 


| the House to be sustained. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must state 
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fines himself to this case, and admits propositions || 
| directly reflecting upon our foreign intercourse, I | 
must claim the privilege of throwing myself wpon | 


that, upon reflection and examination of the rules, | 


batable, was not correct. 
Mr. POLK. 


{Laughter. 


The CHAIRMAN read the 136th rule in sup- || 
The Chair decides that the | 


vending amendment is in order, and the gentleman | : Soa 
I ; S || fortune, the risk of his life and sacred honor, jg 
j ’ 


|| port of his decision. 


from Tennessee | Mr. Po.x] appeals from that de- 
cision, 


mittee? 
Tellers were demanded upon the question and 
ordered, and Messrs. Brown, of Mississippi, and 
| Hunter were appointed. 


The question was then taken, and the tellers’) 


reported—ayes 88, noes 35. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. TAYLOR. I would not consume the 


were not that I hear it eonstantly asserted upon 
this flogr that the illustrious Hungarian exile, 


, wri ; > ol P ashineto s * o st | 
now within the city of Washington, 1s *‘ the guest || _In the debate on Wednesday last, my colleague, 


, 


of the nation.’”? He has been received formally 
ly, hospitably, frankly, and in a manner becoming 
this great nation and the Chief Magistrate of our 
| country. 


The question now is, Shall the decision | 


7 ‘ . . Ii Cc . 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- |} "0 be placed upon t 


by the President of the United States, courteous- | 


the decision of the Chair that the appeal is de- | 


I take back my five minutes, then. | 


time of the committee even for five minutes, if it || sion of the committee, tead at the Clerk’s table 





He is still remaining with us, receiving | 


the attentions and oo hospitalities of the peo- 


ple of this city, anc 
guished citizens. But, sir, i dissent from some 
gentlemen upon this floor, who insist that Louis 
Kossuth is **the guest of our nation.’’ How is 
he the guest of the nation? 


he come here? Are all who emigrate to our coun- 
try the guests of the nation? 


gress at the present session, which I have before 


me, present a list of papers embracing a corre- |! 


spondence ‘between the Secretary of State of the 


of many of our most distin- | 


¢ What steps have we | 
taken to bring him to this country, and how does || 


‘The messages of |} 
the President of the United States made to Con- || 
1 


| 


United States and our Foreign Minister at Con- | 


stantinople, a letter from Kossuth himself, and |, 


one from Mr. Browr, our dragoman at Constan- | 


tinople, the whole tenor of which goes to show 
that these Hungarians desired to emigrate to the 
United States. 


That after the Sublime Porte re- | 


ceived four thousand Hungarian exiles in his | 


Empiré, and defied the power of Russia and Aus- || 
tria to take them out of it by force, that he saved | 


their lives by his power, and maintained them by 
his hospitality and liberality. The people of the 
United States had their feelings of sympathy 
|| aroused in their behalf. And the correspondence 
| between the Government of the United States, 

our Minister at Constantinople, and the Turkish 


authorities, shows, that while the Sultan of the 
Ottoman Empire was willing to pay their ex- | 


penses to 


them, or some of the chief personages amongst 


get them out of his country, and send | 


them, to England, they had not the means where- 


with to come to the United States of America, | 


as they desired to come. What did we do, sir, 


officially announced to us? 
United States, on the 3d of March, 1851, passed a 
| joint resolution, which I have before me, and 
which, it appears, gentlemen of this House forget 
or greatly misunderstand. In order that 


| justified before my constituency, I will read the 
resolution: 


** Whereas the people of the United States sincerely 
sympathize witb the Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his 
associates, and fully appreciate the magnanimous conduct 
of the Turkish Government in receiving and treating these 
noble exiles with kindness and hospitality ; and whereas it 

| is the wish of these exiles to emigrate to the United States, 
and the will of the Sultan to permit them to leave his do- 

| minions: Therefore, 

| . Resolved by the Senate and reek ae Representatires o 

| the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, 
| requested to authorize the employment of seme one of the 


under this state of things, having had their wishes || 
The Congress of the 


the 
| country may understand it, and that I may stand | 
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. 
ublic vessels which may be no isbuw te ton tees, | 
ranean to receive and convey to the United Stance tater 
Louis Kossuth and his associates in captivity.» © eid 
We gave them a passage in one of our 
vessels as exiles—as men desiring to emi 
country for a secure asylum and a home. 
secure asylum and eat they would reeeiy.. 
the whole power of the Government against the 
nations of the Old World would be exerted to o 
cure it to them, now that they are amongst ns 
they choose to remain with us and become ado ted 
citizens of this country. Now, I say we hate 
|made*Louis Kossuth, by this proceeding the 
| guest of the nation.” We have welcomed him ins 
his associates. We have welcomed him, formally 
to the capital and to the country. IT ask, does that 
imply that we should go flirchee? and place lim 
upon the footing of Lafayette’—the immortal L.. 
fayette, who struggled and fought for us durin 
our seven years’ revolution, and aided us by his 


foreion 
Sate to this 
And that 


secure our own Soe ee I say that he cay. 
the same footing, and does not 
deserve to be received in the same way. Yer] 


| would extend to him every sympathy and king. 


ness suitable to his late eminent position in Hyp. 
gary and his present situation, and do all that jg 
becoming in me to do towards him and his asgo¢j. 

| ates, as a citizen of the United States of America 
I now wish to allude one moment te the course 

_ of my colleague from the Ashtabula district, [My, 
Gippings,] who, during the debate in the last ges. 


certain resolutions which he alleged had been voted 
| for by myself. 


[Mr. Gippinés,] to show what he considered my 
| inconsistency, charged me with voting for a certain 


|| resolution of a direct character, interfering and 


os our sympathies with a foreign and 

curopean nation in the cause of freedom; and 
caused certain resolutions of Mr. Cummins, offered 
in this House on the 22d March, 1848, relating 
to the state of affairs then existing in France and 

| Italy, to be read by the Clerk. They were read 
as follows: 


** Resolved, That it becomes the people of the United 
States to rejoice that the sentiment of self government is 
commending itself to the favorable consideration and adop- 
tion of the intelligent and thinking men of all intelligent 
nations. 

** Resolved, That the only legitimate source of political 
power is the will of the people, and the only rightful end of 
its exercise their good. 

* Resolved, That we sincerely hope that downtrodden 
humanity may succeed in breaking down all forms of tyran- 
ny and oppression, and in the establishment of free and 
national governments for the good of the governed, and not 
for the aggrandizement of those who govern. 

** Resolved, That we tender our warinest sympathies to the 
people of France and Italy in their present struggle for re- 
form, and sincerely hop® they may succeed in establishing 
free and constitutional governments, emanating from and 
based upon the will of the governed, suited to their wants 
and condition, and such as will secure to them Jiberty and 
safety. 

‘‘ Resolved, That we tender our sympathy and hopes of 
success to every people who are seeking to establish for 
themselves free and national governments, and that what- 
ever of blood and treasure may be shed or spent in a strug- 
| gle of the oppressed against the oppressur, is to be charged 
to the unjust resistance of the oppressor, who strives to hold 
and exercise the rights of the people, usurped against their 
will, and exercised for the benefit of the few and the op- 
pression of the many, and not to the people, who seek only 
to regain and exercise their natural rights in such manner 
as will best secure and promote their own happiness and 
safety.’ 


_ I was charged with voting for them, and with 
' inconsistency; and the gentleman refused to say 
who offered the resolutions, or give me any I 
formation about them. He did not even say who 
offered them. But how does it appear by the ree- 
ord? See the Congressional Globe, page 521, vol. 
18. These resolutions were objected to, at the 
| time they were offered, and they were not received. 
No direct vote was afterwards taken upon them. 
Nor did I vote for them. The Congressional Globe 
was before the gentleman, and he saw and well 
knew that I had not voted for or against those 
resolutions, because no vote was taken upon them, 
| except to suspend the rules to introduce them. 
therefore must believe that it was the design of 
'the gentleman to misrepresent me—knowingly, 
| willfully, and eee, a false allegation. 
| [Here the hammer fell, the five minutes having 
| expired. ]} 
Mr. Tavzor intended to continue his remarks, 
by observing: 
; ‘Te show ai, it is only necessary to look at the 
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